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are amongſt us; and a great deal 
the more, becauſe it hinders ſome 


M very much concern'd and griey'd 
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others from coming over to our 


diſtreſſed Flock, ſince we are not agreed among 


ourſelves. Nay, it makes ſome to depart from 


us, and go over to the Church of Rome, or to 
ſome other Schiſmatical Congregations. The 
Argument, indeed, is not good, proves too 
much, and wou'd equally affect every Party; 


yet the Pretence is too ſpecious; and it is Mat- 
_- 7 


oy 


az 4 
4 0 


* 


p - 
_ 


* 
8 9 

- = 
o 3 


5 - 
„ 


"4 


derof Lamentation, that ſuch 


9 1 


G | * 
. : 4 : 
| R 2 * Ne S 
3 =? bs cheer », — f who. wh . : me Wor * : - ” 4 _- 
: ; 9 5 * 1 7 14 — —9 
* 7 „ * 1 j a, 
by — * * a * 7% HL 4 o 'Þ 
” f * - 3 mY 
* * , Ll FILL 2 "I" 2 1 
| Apt * P £ «© * | bf » 
* 83 , 7% #% *'s * * % 


a ; * 
W/m 
* 


Modern, but unprecedented Communion Office. 
Now, if there Was not to be found any one 
etſtabliſh'd Liturgy, in any Part of the Church 
of Chrzft, that could pleaſe theſe Gentlemen, it 
ds very ſtrange that they ſhould imagine that all 
the World ſhould comply with their new unau- 
thoriz d Office. I ſhall begin with the Introits, 


which, I hope, are not deem d abſolutely neceſ- 


8 flary, nor very ancient. 


> Ft 

I believe, that the leaving out the Ten Com- 
mandments will not gratify the ſober Part of 
- © Mankind. | f 0 


I am not for reſtoring the Chriſm at Confirma- 


tion, nor the Croſs in the Lord's Supper. 
The curtailing of the Words heretofore uſed 


at the delivering of the bleſſed Sacrament does 


not pleaſe me. 


_ Certainly, if a few Perſons, without a gene- 
ral Conſent and Approbation, might make what 
Changes and Improvements they pleaſe, there 


— 74 be Schiſms, and Sub diviſions without 
End. | 


Jam 
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I am certain, ſome. would have a new Re. 
view of the Tranſlation of the Bible, ſome 
new Canons and Homilies, many would have + -- 
ſome few Words alter'd in the 39 Articles,  -; 


veral would have moſt of e 
Chapters, now uſed, leſt out of the Calendar; 
and not a few; perhaps, wiſh, that inſtead of 
theſe Words in the general Confeſſion, h 
there is no Health in us, there were inſerted, | 
And of our ſelves alone, we cannot ſave ouht 
ſelves. Many defire that the damnatory Clauſes 
in Athanaſiuss Creed might be foften'd; and 
ſome would have the Filiogue left out of he 
Nicene Creed; and would be glad, if inſtead of, 
He deſcended into Hell, it were ſaid, even in 
the Apoſtle' Creed, He went into Paradiſe, tð—r 
Hades; or, He continued ſome time under che 
Power and Dominion of Death. But the new 
Reformers deſire, that the moſt excellent and 
higheſt Office in our Church might be more 
ſolemn and perfect, the Words more exprels, ant 
their Senſe determin'd. But alaſs! we are not to 
depart from an eftabliſh'd Communion, for the A 
ſake of greater Perfection only, for then there 
alſo would be no End of Reforming, ſince al! 
Forms of humane Compolure are imperfect. ' 
Nor cou'd I go over to the dividing Party, 
not only becauſe it wou'd be Schiſm, but foral- - 
much as I cannot deſcry any End of their re- 
forming Humour, it not being certain that their 
Whole Scheme is as yet fix'd, compleated, and 
publiſh'd; and ir would be odd and unreaſon- 
able in them, ro expect that we ſhou'd adhere 
to their Communion, till we know what we 
| B 2 are 
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gte to do, and are convine'd of the Noceſſity 
„ GAS 
Not coud T joyn with them, 
Liberty, becauſe they make thoſe Things ab- 
. - ſolately neceſſary Parts of divine Worlhip, 
entf ooo oi at 2 aunt 
And as I was aſham d, when I obſerv'd in 
What a ſcandalous Manner, and with what . 
S ')ecorn and Diſdain, ſome of theſe learned Gentle- 
men treat thoſe who ſe them; ſo it will 
dqubtleſs give great Offence. to many Proteſ- 
tants, when they perceive theſe zealous Divines 
o vehemently contending for a new. Rule of 
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were Lotherwiſe 


Practice never yet receiv'd by us. 


The Eſſentialiſts ſurpriſingly aver, that to- 
+ gether with the Scripture, the, Tradition of the 
Church' is neceſſary to inſtruct us in the eſſen- 
tial Parts of our Duty; and that it is the beſt 
and ſureſt Rule by which we ought to be di- 
rected in our Chriſtian Practice: They ſay 
that it is the ſureſt Guide to Truth, and an un- 
erring Rule of Practice; and that the Fathers 
maintain d, that in Matters of religious Worſhip, 
Tradition alone might make that a neceſſary 
Duty, which the Scripture had not made 1a. 
© They quote St. Jerome ſaying, tho' Scrip- 
ture Authority cou'd not be pleaded, the Con- 
ſent of all Chriſtendom wou'd paſs for an Equi- 
valent to a Command 4. F 
They affirm, that the Rule of Doctrine and 
Religion, by which all the Prieſts of the Church 
of England are to be guided — is the holy 
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TM, T. , 33. e Necel, p. 151, e Dr. B. f. Pr. 
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She r 98 ince wa aud ee 2 
the: Catholick 1 and 2 8 Biſhops, 3 
the firſt five or ſix Centuries. That the 31 

Method which a good: Chuan e. oY rake? 18 ca 

adhere to that only infallible Rule of true 

Religion. For the Wale (chey lay) is in 34 

Good and infallible . 49 
- ... Here then, the proper Queſtion a0 bout, in 

diſput, is not: 

x. Whether Tradition be uſeful? or, 232 
2. Whether Scripture interpreted = Trade 
tion is to be depended upon. But, | 

3. Whether there be any eſſential Part. of _ 

| the Chriſtian Inſtitution, or any Chriſtian Dutxr Þþ 
abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, promulg d by 

Chriſt and his Apoſtles, and convey d N to. 

us by Tradition only? 

And. declare for the Negative. The con- | 
ſentient Teſtimony of the ancient Fathers, is an 
excellent Means of underſtanding - the facred 
Oracles: But their Opinions and Expreſſions are 
often to be corrected by that infallib ble Rule, the I 

A 206d Life alſo, is an excellent Means of f 
underſtanding divine Truths; for, ſays our Sa- 
viour, If any Man will do bis W, TA he ſhall. 
know of the Doctrine, whether it by of God, 
or whether I ſpeak of myſelf*. So is earneſt 
Praying to God that he wou'd open our Under- 
ſtanding, that we may underſtand bis Word 
for, ſays the Apoſtle, I any of you lack Wiſ- 
— let him ask a God, that l ro all 


— 


— 2 1 * 


Men 


f * Dr, T. p. 5. 10. st. John 7. 17. 
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Men liberally, and upbraideth not, and it ſball 
be given him®: Vea, ſo ate Grammars, Dictio- 
naries, Lexicons, Gloſſaries, Commentators, 
and even the ancient Works of Jews, Infidels, 
and Hereticks, that were compos d near the 
Times of the writing of any Part of the Holy 
Bible. Eſpecially, the comparing one Text of 
ipture with another; for, as Sir H. Lynde 
obſerves from St. Auguſtine. The Meanin 
* of the Word, is learn'd out of the Word, 
| and the obſcure Places are expounded by the 
= «© manifeſt.” And he quotes both Latin and 
Greet Fathers in Confirmation of this Opinion®. 
But now we have two infallible Rules; and this 
of Tradition is a pretty large one. And here 
What will become of Thouſands that never 
heard of it, and are never likely to know any 
Thing of-ir ? Vaſt Parts, great Learning, and 
Leiſure, a found Judgment, a prodigious deal of 
Patience and Labour, and the reading of very 
many, very large Volumes, are neceſſary for 
the comprehending of this Rule. Some will ſay, 
the ancient Writers of the firſt five or ſix Cen- 
turies ; this is ſpeaking with ſome Latitude. 
But others, it may-be,' will fay, of the firſt 
eight or nine Centuries; and ſome only of the 
three firft Ages preciſely : Which ſeems to im- 
. ply,. that this is not a determin'd Rule; and, 
indeed, that it cannot be fix d. How then 
ſhonld it be infallible! And if it be ſuch a 
lain and certain Rule, I wou'd gladly know 
how it came to paſs, that ſome learned Men 
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amongſt us were ſo long in N out; and 
ſo unſtable: when they had found it out? No 
ſooner had theſe Gentlemen made Tradition 
their infallible Rule, but they miſtook modern 
Practices for Apoſtolical Injunctions, and were 
deceiv'd and miſled: into dangerous Errors, and 
a fatal Schiſm; and this does not recommend 
this Rule to me. And I would adviſe theſe 
learned Divines, to tranſlate all the ancient Fa- 
thers, before they again recommend this Rule to 
all the World; for if we have juſtly blam d the 
Papiſts for locking up one infallible Rule in an 
Ks — Tongue, then, if they do ſo by the 
other Rule, the like odious Imputation may fall 
upon them, and their own Arguments be fetor- 
ted upon them. mor > 22 $408 
And ſince thoſe of ordinary Capacities can 
not eaſily diſtinguiſh the eſſential, from the leſs 
neceſſary Points, which are convey'd down to 
us by Tradition only, it would be of. ſingular 
Uſe, to have all thoſe collected together, which 
are really eſſential to. Chriſtianity, and abſolute- 
ly neceſſary to Salvation. I preſume that it 
might be done in a little Room. . 
For myſelf, I declare, that I do not know of 
any one eſſential Point in the whole Compaſs of 
Chriſtianity, that is taught us by Tradition 
alone. | h 5 
I Tradition be a Rule to Proteſtants, it is 
ſuch a one as Mortals never heard of ſince the 
Creation, for it is of no uſe to us as a Rule, it 
does not teach us any one Article of Faith, nor 
any one neceſſary Duty; a ſtrange Rule, that 
teacheth us nothing. Papiſts, indeed, have need 
5 © Of 


. -— 
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2 t 8 7 1 
| br it, and Reaſon to content fon it, pro- 
teſtants do not want it, they have no Occaſion 
for it. Nay, alcho' theſe Divines haveſo much 
contended for Tradition, upon the Occaſion of 
this Controverſy, get they argue for the main 
Points in diſpute from Scriprure, and do not de- 
pend upon their infallible Rule, for the Proof 
of any one of them; it may be they are con- 
ſcious that no fundamental Part of wn pO 
be eſtabtiſh'd upon Tradition. © 
And it's 5 how dubious their pref. 
gons are, and how cautious they are of Gecla. 
ring their expreſs. 4 gs about this Matter. 
In the Title of Dr. B. T. it is ſaid, Tradition is 
neceſſary to explain and interpret the Holy 
Scriptures; but then, in the 2oth F. of that 
Book, the Doctor declares: ** Bur foraſmuch 
% as the Scriptures of the New Teſtament do 
«« teſtify that the Chriſtian Religion was at firſt 
„ qeliver'd by Tradition, and that we are as 
much oblig'd to obſerve whar we find to have 
been fo deliyer'd, as what we find to have 
| been written by the Apoſtles; and theſe 
| ** Scriptures do no where teach, that all things 
taught by our Saviour or his Apoſtles as ne- 
e ceſſary to Salvation, are there collected and 
recorded, it evidently follows, that where we 
have certain and undoubted Teſtimony of any 
Thing's being deliver d by the Apoſtles as ne- 
4 ceſſary to be practiſed, we are as much 
d obliged to practiſe accordingly, as if we were 
* requir'd to do io * rr Text of Scripture.” 
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In Dr. B. D. we are told: & That Anti- 
„% quit y, Univerſalitys and Conſent, join d with 
the Authority of the Holy Scriptures, are. 
the beſt Evidence of all Chriſtian Truths,” 
But in the Preface to that Piece, Scripture and 
Tradition are ſeparated, and Tradition is there 
earneſtly contended for; and the Vindicator 
ſays: ! The Scriptures plainly recommend 
« Tradition, and enjoin our abiding by it. The 
ancient Fathers ground general Tradition 
« upon Apoſtolical Authority, and youch it 4 
8 

This ſeems to argue, that they have ſome la- 
tent Reaſon why they do not ſpeak out plainl7 
and diſtinctly. | 1 

Methinks, if Tradition be an unerring Rule, 
it is as neceſſary to have a Canon of all thoſe 
ancient Fathers, and primitive Writers, who de. 
liver this Tradition, as of the ſacred Scriptures; 
but ſince there is no ſuch Canon, and foraſmuch 
as there are none amongſt us that have Authority 
enough to ſettle ſuch a one, I conclude, that 
Tradition is no ſuch Rule; and that none can 
now prove from Tradition alone, that ſuch and 
ſuch a thing is eſſential to Chriſtianity. 

When the Corruption of Mankind was very 
great, in the Antediluvian World, then mo 
ancient Cuſtom, general and unanimous Practice, 
were but deceitful Guides. After the Deluge, 
Oral Tradition did not long preſerve the true 
Religion. The Tradition which the Jeus had, 
that the Mefiah ſhou'd be a temporal Prince, 
— — — [ — — — ——— 
* Page 9. IVind. part 2. page 162, 
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1881 
did prove pernicious to them. The Heathens, 
in the primitive Times, Were fixt in their Super- 
ſtition and Idolatry, by Tradition and Preſcrip- 
tion, ſays Lactandlius ®: If you require of them 
the Reaſon of their Perſuaſion, they can make no 
other Anſwer, but that they fly ro the Judg- 
ment of their Anceſtors, that rhey were wile 
Mien, did prove and know what was beſt: And 
the Papiſts, by making Tradition a Rule, have 
dreadfully corrupred the Roman Church. 
This ſhou'd make us have a jealous Eye upon 

mere Tradition; and to take Care that we do 
not place that Faith in Man, which is due only 
to the ever living God. N 

Certainly, Tradition may eaſily be corrupted, 
a great and admir'd Perſon may be deceitful, and 
altho' ſincere, yet he may be miſtaken, and by 
his Authority and Repuration, miflead his Ad- 
mirers; and a ſmall Deviation may foon prove 
to be of ill. Conſequence. The Turn that may 
be given to a receiv'd Notion, by the Notes and 
Commentaries of thoſe that tranſmit it down at 
Tecond hand, may utterly deface an ancient 
Tradition. I think therefore, that he who 
wou'd. build upon a ſure Foundation, ſhou'd 
make the infallible Word of God his only Rule, 
for all the effential and abſolutely neceſſary Parts 
of Chriſtianity. oy 
The Uſe of Tradition (befides the atteſting 
the Books of ſacred Scripture) is to ſhew the 
unreaſonableneſs of im ofing any Senſe upon the 
holy Scripture, againſt the univerſal Senſe of 
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D 
the Church of Chriſt, in the pureſt Ages; but 
it is not that into which our Faith is to be re- 
ſolved; nor is it to over · rule our Practice in 
Matters of the greateſt Importance, for our 
good God has infinitely better provided for us, 
by giving us his holy Word to guide us, rather 
than to leave us to the uncertainty of Tradi- 
tion: And the Holy Bible being a divine Re- 
velation, I therefore believe that it does contain 
all things abſolutely neceſſary. I believe that 
our heavenly Father did ſo reveal his Will, that 
the inſpir'd Scriptures might be a perfect Rule 
in all Caſes of the greateſt Importance ; and 
that they ſhou'd not be defective in any eſſential 
Part of our Religion. Fallible Tradition may 


confirm our Interpretation of the ſacred Oracles, 


but cannot make any Point neceſſary that has 
not a good Foundation in Scripture; for if Tra- 
dition alone did teach us ſome abſolutely neceſ- 
ſary Truths, then, methinks, the holy Scrip- 
tures wou'd be imperfect in a high Degree. 
The great Jehovab ſays, Deut. 4. 2. Te ſhall 
uot add unto the Word, which I command you; 
neither ſhall you diminiſh ought from it. And 
Iſaiah ſays, c. 8. V. 20. To the Law, and to 
the Teſtimony ; if they ſpeak not according to 
this Word, it is becauſe there is no Light in 
them. Our bleſſed Saviour does not remit the 
Jews to Tradition, but commands them to 
learch the Scripture, St. Zohn 5. 39. And St. 
Paul does aſſure us, that all Scripture is given 
by Inſpiration of God, and 1s profitable for 
Doctrine, for Reproof, for Correction, for In- 


Hruction in Righteouſneſs ; that the Man of C 
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may be perfect, throughly furniſh'd unto all 
good Works. 2 Tim. 3. 16, 17. And that it is 
able to make one wiſe unto Salvation, through 
Faith which ts in Chriſt Jeſus, V. 15. Theſe 
Texts, I preſume, do prove that the Old Teſta- 
ment is a divine Revelation, and as ſuch does 
contain all the eſſential and neceſſary Parts of 
the Few#/h Religion. Here then, I think one 
may equally conclude, that foraſmuch as the 
New Teſtament was written by divine Infpira- 
tion, and is the laſt and moſt perfect Revela- 
tion of the Will of God, publiſh'd on purpoſe 
to direct Chriſtians in the Way to everlaſting 
Salvation; therefore it contains all the abſolute- 
ly neceſſary and eſſential Parts of our holy Re- 
ligion ; for as Dr. V. argues: If the Scrip- 
„ tures of the Old Teſtament were ſufficient 
to make a Man wiſe unto Salvation, through 
Faith which is in CHriſt Jeſus; * the Scrip- 
*+ tures of the Old and New Teſtament muſt 
** much more be ſo, becauſe the Scriptures of 
the New Teſtament muſt needs more plainly 
and fully contain the Faith and Duty of all 
+ Chriſtians, than the Scriptures of the Old 
only can be ſuppos'd to do.” * 
But in contradiction to this, the Eſſentialiſts 
undertake to prove from Scripture, that Tradi- 
tion is a Part of the Rule which Chriſtians are 
to walk by. ? St. Paul, ſay they, commands 
the Corinthians, to keep the Ordinances as he 
delivered them unto them. x Cor. 11. 2. and he 
= - gives this Exhortation to the Theſſalaniaus, 
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C. L. P. p. 15, &%G 


: * 2 Tim. 3. 14. Ce. 9, 15. p Dr. B. 
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Therefore, Brethren, fand faſt, and hold "the 


Traditions you have been taught, whether by 


Nord, or by our Epiſtle, 2 Theſſ. 2 15. And 


his Injunction to Timothy, is, The things that 
thou haſt heard of me, among many Witneſſes, 
the ſame' commit thou to faithful Men, who 
ſhall be able to teach others alſo, 2 Tim. 2. II. 
To theſe Texts of Scripture, I anſwer: 
1. Apoſtolical Traditions are to be obſery'd; 
ive us then a Catalogue of neceſſary, extra- 
Lehre Duties, and prove them to be really 
Apoſtolical, and you have gain'd your Point. 
Therefore, I ſay: of N 
2. Several Parts of the New Teſtament were 


written after theſe Epiſtles, and theſe Texts do 


not prove, that there are any fundamental Ar- 


ticles of Faith, or eſſential Duties of Chriſtiani- 
ty, which are not deliver'd more or leſs plain- 


ly and expreſly, in ſome other Books of the 
New Teſtament, written either before or after 


theſe Epiſtles; yet this is the Point in diſpute. 
Wherefore I add: | 


3. We cannot be oblig'd by rheſe Texts, to 


practiſe any Duty as abſolutely neceſſary to 


Salvation, which we cannot know to be ſo; 
and there is no eſſential Part of our holy Reli- 


gion tranſmitted down to us by Tradition only. 
There is no conſtant univerſal Tradition, in the 
Chriſtian Church, from the Apoſtolical Times, 
that there are Duties neceſſary to Salvation, 
not contain'd in the Holy Scripture; and there- 
fore you cannot, from theſe Paſſages, prove 


our Obligation to practiſe any extra- ſcriptural 


* 


Duty. 


It. 
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It was not long after the Nicene Council, 


ö 1 before Traditions Apoſtolical were ſo miſerably 


corrupted, that they are not to be rely d upon. 
And therefore, altho Epiphanius cou d lay, in 
the 4th Century, 4 that the Apoſtolical Conſti- 
tutions, contain'd the whole Canonical Order 
(i. e. the Order of divine Worſhip) and nothing 
adulterated, which concerns either Faith, or the 
true Profeſſion; yet theſe Conſtitutions have 
been condemn'd above 1000 Years ago, in the 
Council in Trullo, in theſe Words (ſays Mr. 
Jobn ſon: ) *** Becauſe in theſe Conſtitutions 
many ſpurious things, inconſiſtent with Piety, 
have been inſerted, by heterodox Men of 
* old, to the Deſtruction of the Church, which 
© have obſcur'd the decorous Comelineſs of the 
divine Inſticutions------judging it by no means 
_ «+, agreeable, to annex the Bratts of heretical 
V Fiction to the genuine and ſincere Doctrine 
of the Apoſtles.” | PEE. 
4. Before the New Teſtament was written, 
Tradition then was the Chriſtian's Rule. When 
Part only was written, then the holy Scripture. 
and oral Tradition were the Believer's Rule; 
But when all the Books of the New Teſtamenr 
were written, then nothing in practice was to 
be urg'd as a Duty neceſſarily incumbent on 
Chriſtians, but what had a good Foundation in 
the Word of God. 
Orzgen, or the Author of the Dialogue againſt 
the Marcionztes ſays, If the Apoſtles had 
not left in writing what they preach'd, they 


| 4 Dr. B. T. p. 127. r Vade Mecum, p. 265, 266, 5 Page 59. 
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E 
« had preach'd Salvation only to them who 
«© heard them en but had exhibited no 
Knowledge thereof to Poſterity ; for thoſe 
things which are deliver'd, but not in wri- 
ting, do quickly vaniſh; ſeeing that the 
« have no Demonſtration of their Truth... 
And Sr. Cyr} * therefore warns us, not to be- 
lieve what they (the ancient Fathers) fay, un- 
leſs we find it demonſtrated out of the Holy 
_ Scriptures. - | 
5. The Holy Scriptures being a compleat Rule 
of Faith and Manners, therefore nothing abſo- 
lately neceſſary to Salvation is left to be taught 
us by. Tradition alone. And the learned Author 
of the No Su. R. has fully prov'd, by Apoſto- 
lical Tradition, that the Word of God does 
contain in it all things that are of abſolute Neceſ- 
ſity, to be beliey'd or practis d by us v. St. Irenzus 
(as he obſerves) ſpeaking of the Goſpel, teaches; 
„That the Apoſtles deliver'd it to us in the 
«« Scriptures, to be the Foundation and Pillar 
of our Faith. And he complains, * that 
% when the Hereticks, he writ againſt, were 
confuted out of Scripture, they ſet them- 
«© ſelves to accuſe the Scriptures, as if we had 
them not right, or as if they wanted Authority, 
or as differently expreſsd, and becauſe Truth 
cannot be found out by their Help, except 
by ſuch as are acquainted with Tradition.” 
Tertullian adores the Fullneſs of Scripture; 
and challenges Herm. and his Followers, To 
beware of the dreadful Woe denounc d againſt 


— 


t Cyr. Hierol. Catech. 4. p. 3. Part A 6. exc, VL. 3. c. i. 
* L. 3. c. 23. J Adver, Herm. c. 22. 
** thoſe 
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6 
2 thoſe who add to, or detract from the Word 
% of God.” St. Clemens Alexanarimus : We 
« uſe the Scriptures as the Critexion, to find out 
46 Things-------- We do nor wait for the Teſli- 
„% mony of Men, but prove that which is 
«+ ſought after by the Voice of the Lord, which 
« js more ſatisfactory than all Demonſtration; 
* or rather, is the only Demonſtration.” Says 
Origen, * © If any thing remains underermin'd 
_« by theſe divine Writings, no other third 
«© Scripture may be receiv d for our Inſtruction.” 


St. Cyprian, * lf it be commanded in the 


46 Goſpel, or be contain'd in the Epiſtles, OF 
40 Acts of the Apoſtles — g let this divine and 
„holy Tradition be oblerv'd. But if the con- 


*« trary be true, how is it that they may not 


* ſeem fit to be condemn'd by us, who appear 


« by the Teſtimony of the Apoſtle to be con- 


% demn'd by themſelyes ?” St. Athanaſius © 
tells Marcellinus, That the Scripture is the 
«« Miſtreſs of Virtue and true Faith; and ſays, 


aA the holy and divinely inſpired Scriptures are 


« ſufficient for the Declaration of the Truth; 


that © they are the Wells of Salvation, in 


« theſe only is the Doctrine of Godlineſs de- 
« clar'd. Let no Man add any thing to theſe, 
„ nor take any thing from them.” Sr. Baſil 
declares, * If I ſpeak of myſelf, hear me not, 
if I rehearſe the Things that are written, yield 


« to the Truth; and 's all Scripture is divinely | 


inſpired and profitable, being written by the 


— 


z Strom. L. J. p. 890. Ed. Oxon. Hom. 5. p, 66. b Ep. 74. 


c Ep. ad Marc. d Orat. c. Gent. p. 1. e Fragment Ep. 39. fHom. 


29 Adv. Calum, Trinit, 's Hom in Pfalm. 1. ; 
| Spirit 
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Spirit on purpoſe, that here, as in a common” 
10 2 — for Souls, every one may collect 4 
Medicine for his own Paſſions, Gt. and all 
that is beſides the divinely inſpired Scriptuxes, 
being not of Faich, is Sin. St. Ambroſe 
teaches, That we muſt neither detract any 
thing from the divine Commandments, nor 
add to them“ intent. Lirim's Rules for 
finding out what is Orthodox, are, Firſt, by 
the Authority of the divine Law, and then 
by the Tradition of the Catholick Church. 
« We have no ſuch Power, ſays Greg. Nyſen, 
„mean, of ſaying whatever we pleaſe, ſince 
„we have uſed the Rule and Law of all 
Doctrine, the holy Scripture.” St. Chry- 
ſaſtome prays and beſeeches his Auditors, 
That not minding what pleaſes this or that 
Man, they wou'd enquire of all things from 
. * the Scriptures.“ St. Cyril of Alexandria, 

puts this Queſtion, * What the divine Scrip- 
* ture has not ſaid, how ſhall we receive, and 
«* reckon it among the things that are true? 
Says Theodoret, Our Buſineſs is not to ſeek 
aſter the things that have been kept in ſi- 
« lefice, but to ſtick to thoſe that are written.” 
Againſt theſe Teſtimonies, Dr. Brett produces 
ſeveral of the Fathers ſpeaking in behalf of 
Tradition; and altho* one wou d think that it 
were no great Crime for a Divine to argue for 
the Perfection of the Oracles of God, yet he 
takes offence, and crys out, ? ** Thar it is very 


—_—_— 
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v In Mor. Reg. 80. De Parad. c. 12. & Common. 2. e. I. 
De Anima & Reſur. p. 200. . * Hom. 13. in 2. Sor. ® In Gen. 


L. 2. o In Gen, Q. 45. P Dr. B. f. P. 5. 64 | 
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. 
11 to his Opponent, whether the Fa- 
thers ate to be _reconcil'd' or not, whether 


«they ſpeak 


3 


another.“ Ang * GY 
St. Baſil, I think, is not conſiſtent with him- 
ſelf, and claſhes alſo with the other Fathers, 1 
mall therefore leave him to be 'reconcil'd to 
them, and to himſelf, by Dr. Brett, and his 
Difſtinction: © Nay, fince the Doctor ſets aſide 
the learned and pious Martyr St. Cyprian,” for 
oppoſing Tradition too much, I think, I may 
aftly. diſcard the great St. Baſil for advancing | 
too high; eſpecially, ſince he has declar 
That the Teſtimony of two Fathers are of 
no Weight at all, when they aſſert an 
„ thing contrary to the Doctrine of the whole 
* Church.” The reſt of theſe Fathers I ſhall 
kodertake to reconcile to themſelves, and to 
one another, and in favour, of our own Opi- 
mon: And this I ſhall do in the following Re- 
marks upon what Dr. Breit ſays againſt the 
Teſtimonies before produc'd, for the PerfeQion 
of the ſacred Scriptures. ene 
As to Irenæus, Dr. Brett ſays, that he 
urges againſt Heretick's Tradition, not only 
in Matters of leſs moment, but alſo in Funda. 
mentals of Religion, and Points of the greateſt 
Importance; which ſeems to claſh with what he 
ſays to reconcile St. Baſil u. 7 
_ Anſwer, Ves, againſt thoſe Hereticks who re- 
jiected the Scripture, ” and he was in the right, 
and yet you may be in the wrong, if you pre- 
9 bid. p. 65. v Dr. B. T. Pt. 5. 158. f Pr. B. D. p. 182. *Dr. 
B. f. Pl. p. 60, 61, * Ibid. p. 65  V, Iren. L. 3. c. 2. 
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tend to prove, that in Practice, ſuch and ſuch a 
thing is an ablolutely neceſſary Duty, which 
you have no Scripture for; this did not Jrenguts. 


Tertullian, you ſay, was certainly no Ene- 


my to Tradition. oF. 


* 
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A. Nor is there any Reaſon he ſhou d be 0 
nor does this make him claſh with bimſelf, or 


oppoſe the moſt ancient Fathers. the of, at 
From Clem. Alexand. you ſay, “ there is no- 
thing . produc'd that ſeems co bear hard upon 
„„ eo inn ati ie Da. is Cs 
A, Therefore he does not need to be recon- 
cil'd to himſelf, or to any other, ancient Writer, 
You add, Or:ger is a Friend to Tradition, 
A. So were all che Ante-Nicene Fathers, and 
yet they made the ſacred Scriptures only, the 
infallible Rule both of Faith and Practice; and 
you might have been a Friend to it, witho 


any Oppoſition, if that wou'd have fatisfy* 


> St. Cyprian * oppoſed a Tradition which he 
conceiv'd was againſt Scripture ; and fo far he 
does not want to be juſtified ; and if St. pri- 
an, that renowned Martyr, oppoſed it too 
much, Stephen preſs'd it too far. Says Mr. 


Reeves, St. Cyprian, and N Stephen, Were 
an 


both in the Extreme, and both equally con- 
** demn'd by the primitive Church.” Now if 


thoſe famous Biſhops were miſtaken in the Mat- 
ter of Tradition in the third Century, we 


ſhou'd have a Care that we be not miſled by 
it in the eighteenth. The farther we are r&+ 


. 154. y Ibid. p. is6. 14 p. 157 Ibid. 
p. 158. d Notes on Vin. Lir, Com. c. tt. 
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moved from the Apoſtolical Age, the leſs cer- 
cainly can we argue from Tradition only; and, 
perhaps, the Cuſtoms of Apoſtolical Churches 
only, were ſometimes calF'd, by the ancient 

Fathers, Apoſtolical Traditions. The Rules 
given by Vin. Lirin.” and St. Auguſt. do not 
imply, that any eſſential and neceſſary Dury, 
which we ought to practiſe, is convey'd down 
to us by Tradition only, which is all that J here 
contend for. St. Athanaſius, Vincentins Lirin. 
and Gregory Nyſſen, joyn Scripture and Tradi- 
tion together, and ſo neither contradict rhem- 
ſelves, nor oppoſe one another.” © 
8 f needs no Apology: And /t 
Doctor Brett, I do nor find that any of the 
Faſſages cited from St. Chryſoſtome, Cyril, 
and Theod do tend to depreciate Tradition; 
therefore theſe need no Reconciliation. 
And now, I hope, one may ſay with St. Au- 
guſtine: © ©* Amongſt the things that are open | 
1 iy laid down in Scripture, all thoſe are to be 
found that contain the Faith, or Manners of 
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Dr. Brett ſays, *** There is enough in Scrip- 
ture to ſatisfy us, that the Points juſt before 
_ £* mention'd there are lawful; but it is from 

Tradition that we are convinc'd of their 
„ Wh BED 8 
A. I think that this is no juſt Obſeryation, 
but derogating from the inſpir'd Scripture, 

The Neceſſity of ſome of thoſe things may 

be prov'd from Scripture independent on Tradi- 


e Dy. B. S. Pt. p. 163. d bid. p. 16: . © B. Aug. de Doct. 
Chriſt, L. 4. C9.  Dr;B. . p. 410, g 6 


tion 


Conſideration has a real Foundation in the 

SGoſpel, tho, it may be, not ſo fully, and clear- 

ly, and expreſly deliver'd there, as ſome other 

9 Matters are: For, as the learned Author 
0 
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tion. The Neceſſity of them ariſes not from 
the Tradition of Men, but the written Revela- 


tion of God. Our Duty becomes neceſſary, as 
ſoon as it is diſcover'd in the Oracles of God. 


If then we can produce the conſentient Teſti- 
mony of the earlieſt Fathers, confirming our In- 


terpretation of the holy Scriptures, that will 


farther convince us that we are right in our 
Judgment; and then we can declare our Opi- 
nion with the greater Satisfaction and Aſſurance, 
becauſe ſupported by ſo great Authority: But 
ſtill it is the Revelation of the Duty, in the 
divine written Law, that makes it neceflary. 

The beſt Rules then, for diſcovering when an 
important - Point in Religion is an Apoſtolical 
Inſtitution and Tradition, are (I think) theſe 


wo: * 


Firſt, * To conſider whether the Point under 


of SuF. R. obſerves, St. Cyprian fays, 
« iGod witneſſes, that thoſe things are to be done 
** which are written.” And St. Auguſtine ſays, 
„Elf any one, I will not ſay, if we, who are 
in no wiſe to be compar'd to him, who faid, 
Though we ; but as he added in the following 
ſs Word; ; Though an Angel from Heaven 
„ ſhoud preach to you, either concerning 
«« Chriſt, or his Church, or any other thing be- 
« longing to our Faith or Life, beſides What 


e Lide 39. Art. 6. h Pt. 1. p. 10. 17. i Ep. 74. * Cont. Petil. 
L. 3. c. 6. 
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ye have recesv'd in the legal and evangelical. 
0 Seriptures, let him be Anathema.” And 
1 en: EI I flaw td of 5 g 1 ne 

Siercondly, To obſerve whether our Interpre- 
tation of thoſe Texts of Scripture, upon which 
our Opinion is grounded, may, according to 
Ficentius Lirinenſts's Rule, be ſupported by 

Antiquity, Univerſality, and Conſent, as being 
a Truth that has been receiv'd, /emper, ubique, 
ab omnibus, in all Times, at all Places, 
and by all the Faithful. According to St. Au- 
guſtins golden Rule, which is: Whatſoever 


#7 the univerſal Church holdeth, and which was 


not inſtituted by any Council, but has been 
« always obſery'd, that we moſt rightly con- 
« clude to have been deriv'd from Apoſtolical 
Authority“. * 
Here then I undertake to ſhew, that the 
Eſſentialiſts can never vindicate their late Con- 
duct, upon the Account of the four Points ſo 
much controverted of late. 
The Breach of Unity in the Church, is a 
Crime of ſo deep a Die, and fo dreadful a 
| Conſequence, that unleſs they have greater Rea- 
ſons, for what they have done, than do yet ap- 
pear, they cannot juſtify their Departure from 
their Brethren. _ 

In general, they are highly blameable, and 
utterly defenceleſs, in that they might have ex- 
pected to be conniy'd at in the Practice of the 
moſt important of thoſe things which they do 
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5 i The Rule given to the Clergy in Convocation, 1571. in 
Dr. B. T. p. 1,2, ® Dr. B. T. p. 40. u Aug. de Bap. Cont. 


Don. c. 24. | 
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. 
ſo vehemently contend for: For which un- 
anſwerable Reaſon, they can neither clear 
ſelves, nor thoſe that adhere to m. 
I To cometo Particulars. The firſt thing whi 
I ſhall ſpeak to, is, praying for the Dead. 
And I am utterly againſt the uſe of the Prayer 
which chey newly reſtor'd; for how uſeful the 
Practice of it might be in former Ages, yet I 
wor'd not have it introduc'd, not only becauſe 
it may give great Offence; but eſpecially, be-. 
cauſe in this Libertine Age, thoſe that are al- 
ready too looſe, may be apt to take ſtill greater 
Liberty, when once they have entertain d a No- 
tion, that after Death they may be reliey'd, by 
the devout Prayers of thoſe who ſhall furvive 
E111 i 2 tt 
And the Teſtimonies, which theſe learned 
Divines alledge wou'd have had more Weight 
with me, had their Authors been more unant- 
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mouſly agreed about the Matter and Form of 


theſe Prayers, or whether they ſhou'd be made 
for Deliverance. from Pain, or Improvement of 
Comfort; or whether they ſhou'd be offer d up 
to God for all, even Prophets, Apoſtles, and 
Martyrs, to whom it was ſuppoſed no increaſe 
of Felicity cou'd thereby be added until the Re- 
ſurrection; or only for the Generality of Chriſ- 
tians : But I ablolurely reject the new Prayer, 
by reaſon it wants Antiquity, the Practice 
whereof is neither Scriptural, nor truly Apoſto- 
lical. The Arguments brought for it, have 
not Strength enough to demonſtrate it to be 
abſolutely neceſſary to reſtore the ſame in the 
Communion Office. 
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Mr. Deacon, indeed, with youthful, Confi- 
dence, ſays, * that they plead for the offering 
up 19 God the tremendous Sacrifice of the 
Euchariſt, for the departed Faithful, as well as 
Al any hs os 2 
A. T prefume that this Gentleman wou'd have 
a pretty hard Task, were he bound to prove 
from Scripture this Aſſertion in the Terms he 
bas deliver'd it: For my part, I do not think 
dhat praying for the Dead, Good or Bad, is an 
e .bſſential Part of Chriſtian Worſhip, or neceſſary 
| to Salvation, which is never mention'd in the 

Word of God ; which was not heard of (that I 
Know of) in the ancient Church of Goc, till 
in the late corrupted State of the Fews, and 
the Practice of it related only in the Maccabees, 
and then with ſuch Circumſtances that cannot 
be juſtified; and that was never taken notice of 
(that I hear of) in the Chriſtian Church, till 
recommended by a Montaniſt at the End of the 
ſecond Century. | 9 Wk 

There has been more ſaid about praying for 
the Dead in general, than has been neceſſary, 
the Point in diſpute being only, whether it be 
neceſſary or no to pray for the Dead, at the 
holy Altar, as often as we celebrate the bleſſed 
Communion; and the Eflentialiſts pretend to 
have demonſtrated, © That it is an eſſential | 
Duty, abſolutely neceſſary at the miniſtrati- - 
on of the Euchariſt?” And yet there is no- 
thing of this injoin'd in the New Teſtament. 
And Tertullian ſays, * that praying for the MM , 


o page I 39. e Dr, B. D. p. 398. 4 De Coron, Mil. p. 102. 
d. Par. | ] 


Dead 
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Dead is not a Duty commanded in the ſacred 
Scripture. 5 75 
But the Vindicator*, not willing to rely upon 
Tradition only, even at the fame time that he 
ſays Tradition is to govern our Practice no leſs 
than what is written, does argue, that Tertullian 
might only mean, that there was no Law in 
Scripture for making the Oblations for the Dead 
on the Anniverſary of their Deceaſe, That 
he might reſtrain the no written Rule to the 
« Circumſtances, not to the Subſtance; for in 
„ this Place mention is made of Baptiſm and 
of the holy Euchariſt, where it is plain, the 
no Law in Scripture falls upon the Ceremony, 
not upon the Sacraments*.” | Py 
A. No one can think, that Tertullian re- 
ſtrains rhe no written Law to Baptiſm, for he 
does not there abſolutely mention ir; nor to 
the holy Euchariſt, for (which obviates all Ob- 
jections of that Nature) he there declares, that we 
have a Command for it in Scripture. © Bur the 
no Law muſt fall upon all thoſe Particulars men- 
tion'd in that Paſſage, after the two Sacramenre, 
eſpecially, the Oblations for the Dead, for theſe 
are Cuſtoms which are not commanded in Scrip- 
ture. ; | 25 
But the Vindicator adds, that Prayer for the 
Dead had Cuſtom to confirm it in Tertullian's 
Time, that that Cuſtom reach'd beyond the Me- 
mory of Man; therefore the Practice of it 
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Vin J. R. D. Pt. 2. f. 9. Sc. f V. Def. R. p. C3. t Vid. 
R. D. p. 15, | ; 
1 tullian 


tullian gave his Evidence for this Point, be- 
twixt the Years, A. D. 207. and 210. Now al. | 
lowing [which I do not take to be neceſſary) ¶ uf 
ſixty Years for that Generation, that will carry R 
the Practice as high as the Year 150; and if it WW *4 
was then a Cuſtom, as what Tertullian ſays th 
does ſuppoſe [which is not allow'd] then a MW T 
modeſt Calculation will carry it on to the A- 
poſtle St. John. | 

To this I anſwer, Firſt, That it is much if the 
neceſſity of an Article, of ſuch vaſt Importance, ¶ th 
may be determin'd by ſuch a nice Calculation, ¶ tb 
ſapported by ſo many Poſtulata's. | th 
Fecond) „Allowing but about thirty-three tb 
Vears for a Generation (and ſo ſays Biſhop 
Parrick®, it ſignifies in Scripture) that will car. 
ry it but to the Vear 177; and if it did but be- 
gin then (and more is not here prov'd) it will 
follow, that this Practice is unſcriptural, is no 
Apoſtolical Cuſtom, and is far from being an ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary Duty. $610 

Bur this Author avers, that from the Con- 
ceſſions that praying for the Dead began, A. D. 
138. he can, with a very little Trouble, diſpatch 
the reſt, and prove, that it was the Practice of 
the Apoſtolical Age. 1 
A. With very little Trouble, indeed, by only 
ſuppoſing what you can never prove; and ſay- 
ing, Began, i. e. it was practis d thus early in 
the ſecond Century.” But from thoſe Con. 
ceſſions you can never prove your Point, unleſs 
you can prove that what began to be the Prac- 


= On Judg. 3. 8. * tbid. p. IO5, 
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[ 27 } | 
tice of ſome in the Year 138, was an Apoſto- 
lical Cuſtom ; but this is impoſſible*®. : 

But the Eſſentialiſts not being content to re 
upon Tradition only, tho with them an infallib 
Rule, have attempted, in contradiction to Ter- 
tullian's Teſtimony, to prove, that praying for 
the Dead is a Duty: commanded in the New 
Teſtament, and praQtis'd by St. Paul. 1 
. They ſay, that St. Paul did pray for Oneſi- 
phorus, 2 Tim. 1. 18. PU 

A. They have not yet prov'd, and I preſume 
that they will never be able to make it out, 
that One ſip horus was then dead; wherefore 

this Text is nothing to their Purpoſe; and, I 
think, that St. Pauls praying for him, is a con- 
viacing Proof that he was then alive; to this 

agree all the Fathers: And it was not an Apoſ- 
colical Practice to pray expreſſly for the Dead. 
| Dr. Brett weed prove praying for -the 
Dead a ſcriptural Duty commanded, Eph. 6. 18. 
, {WW becauſe we are there poſitively requir'd, to make 

ſupplication for all Saints; and he has pro- 

duc'd twelve Texts, wherein he ſays the Word 
| WM Sazrrs is applied, in the New Teſtament, to the 
| {Waints departed, viz. Matt. 27. 52. Luke 1. 70. 
FAA, 3. 21. 1 Cor. 6. 1. Eph. 2. 19. Col. 1. 12. 

t Theſſ. 3. 13. 2 Theſſ. 1. 10. 2 Pet. 3. 2 Rev, 
Iii. 18. and 16. 6. and 17. 6. Now, 

I ſhall refer you to above twenty Texts, and 
| {cond have mention'd more, where the Word 
. {Sins manifeſtly ſignifies Chriſtians, that were 
the living Members of the Church militant: As, 
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Ache. c. 9. $.13, 32. Rom. 1. 7. and 12. 13. 
and 15. 25, 26. and 16. 2, 16. 1 Cor. I. 2. and 
14. 33. and 16. I. 2 Cor. 1. 1. and 9. 12. and 13. 
13. Eph. I. x, 15. Phil. 4. 21, 22. 1 Tim. 5. 10. 
Heb 6.10. and 13.25. St. Jude V. 3. of 

Hee then the Queſtion is, whether by Saints, 
Eph, 6. 18. is meant, the Faithful departed, or 
living Chriſtians. I ſhall offer three Reaſons, 
why J conceive, that there is no juſt Cauſe. to 
underſtand that Text of the Dead: And, 

I urſt, If a Majority in the Number of Texts 
alled2'd be of any Weight, then the Cauſe will 
go againſt rhe Doctor; and, methinks, the 
Senſe of the Word Saints in the Text being 
diſputed, it ſhou'd be underſtood according to 
the more general Uſe and Signification of it, in 
the New Teſtament ; eſpecially, ſince there is 
nothing in the Text, or Context, that does de- 
termine the meaning of that Word, as apply'd 
by Dr. Brett: Nor has he brought the Teſtimo- 
ny of the ancient Fathers interpreting that Text 
as he does. For they unanimouſly interpret it 
of the Saints on Earth. : | A 

Jecondly, And I rather think that the A- 
poſtle's Intent, by this general Precept, was not 
to oblige us to pray for thoſe departed; becauſe, 
when, in the New Teſtament, particular Direc- 
tions are given concerning the Perſons for 
whom we are to pray, it is requir'd, that we 
ſhou'd pray for all Men, for Kings, and for all 
in Authority. 1 Tim. 2. 1, 2. and for one ano. 
other, James 5. 16. and even for thoſe that per- 
ſecute us. Matt, 5. 44. But as for praying for 
the Dead, that is a Point that is no where _ 

tion 


be together with them: Then adds, And all 


as we call them, and then, with great Fer- 


5 
tion d in the ſacred Oracles; and if it were, 
it wou'd, after all, be nothing to the Purpoſes . 
becauſe it wou'd not thence follow, that it was 
an eſſential Part of the euehariſtical Service, 
which was the thing that was to be prod. 
. Thirdly, Praying expreſſſy for the Dead was 


no Apoſtolical Practictdme. 

St. Polycarp, in his Epiſtle to the Philipian ce, 
prays that they may have their Lot and Por- 
tion amongſt the Saints; and that he alſo may 


*« that are under the Heavens, who ſhall believe 
in our Lord Jeſus Chriſti, and in his Father, 
Sc“ Which Paſſage ſeems to exclude the 
Dead. And, in the Relation of his Martyrdom', 
we are aſſur'd, that in his Prayer, which he 
made when he was in the Cuſtody of the 
Soldiers, he remember'd all Men, whether 
little or great, honourable or obſcure, who had 
at any time been acquainted with him, ** and 
„ with them, the whole Catholick Church 
over all the World.” Which Expreſſion plain- 
ly excludes the Saints departed, and Church tri- 
umphant, out of his Prayers. Says 7uſftix 
Martyr : . After the Believer is baptiz'd, and 
*+* ſo incorporated and made one with us, we 
© lead him to the Congregation of the Brethren, 


3 —U—ÿ ac 


% vency, pour out our Souls in common 
„ Prayers, both for ourſelves, for the Perſon 
„ baptiz'd, and for all others all the World 
„over, Sc.“ And then Prayers being over, 
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+ proceeded to the euchariſtical Service, as 
—— es ee D £90 % 
No the Eſſentialiſts ſay, © That the Di- 
«« tection to pray for the whole State of 
_ *«£ Chriſt's Chunch militant here on Earth, are 
4 n6t only Terms of Omiſſion but Excluſion, 
* they are limited to this World; and evidently 
* bar the other. So that the Dead cannot 
have the Advantage of being remember d at 
<. the cuchariftick Sacrifice.“ Watt 
Hence I argue, that St. Juſtin Martyr, by 
the Wosds, all athers all the World over, 
does exclude the Dead from their | Prayers: 
But let this paſs for nothing, yet it's plain from 
what I have quoted out of Jaſtin Martyr, 
that their Prayers for others were ended before 
they the euchariſtical Service, which is 
har I particularly contend for. Prayers for the 
Dead were not then an eſſential and neceſſary 
Part of the euchariſtical Service; and, I think, 
that his Authority is deciſive. Now, in this 
moſt early and unblemiſh'd © Age, When the 
Church continued an unſpotted Virgin, un- 
polluted with any Corruptions ; whilſt the 
* Biſhops and Paſtors had no ſecular Views, nor 
«« ſought to pleaſe either Prince or People, or 
* to make Religion ſubſervient to any ſecular 
« Ends; whilſt the Chariſinata, or miracu- 
«+ Jous Graces and Gifts of the holy Spirit, 
continued in the Church.” It can't be 
thought, if Prayers for the Dead had been an 
_ eſſential and neceſſary Part of the cuchariſtical 


** 
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Service, that they wou d have been excluded by 
choſe of the pureſt and moſt ancient Church. 
„Who ſtood upon the higheſt Ground for the 
Proſpect into Truth, and who ſervid God 
% with the nobleſt Proof of Sincerity and Re- 
«« ſolution, who-cbole to be deſterure, affiitied, 
rormentede, rather than renounce their Be- 
| 66 lief.“ 12 : ** a 
But now, the indicator ſays, if theſe 
„ Prayers be lawful, I will thence prove the 
«« Neceſſity of them.” „ oe Shoe: 5 
A. That Argument is'good for nothing, that 
roves too much. From the Lawfulneſs and 
ebene of a thing, you can't prove the 
Neceſſity; for it is law ful for a Chriſtian to {ell 
his Eſtate in times of Perſecution, to relieve 
thoſe that are in want, Achs 4. 34, 35, 36, 37- 
but yet this is not neceſſary, Acts 5. I, 2, 3, 4. 
Dr. Brett ſays, 5 we diſobey the Scriptures, 
when we exclude the Departed from our Prayers. 
A. Tertullian affirms, that praying for the 
Dead is no ſcriptural Duty. And if this be true, 
then the Doctor reaches for Doctrines the Com- 
mandments of Men. 


But he interprets Eph. 6. 18. by the Practice 
of the Church. | 
A. The Cuſtom he pleads for, was not built 
upon that Text, and I have interpreted that In- 
junction another way, by the Practice of the 
Apoſtolical and more pure Ages of the Church. 
But Dr. Brett affirms, * that the Ancients, as 
appears from all the Liturgies and Teſtimonies 


— —. 


e Heb. c. 11. Vin J. K. D. Pt. 2. p. 103. 8 Dr. B. D. 
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of 
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of the primitive Fathers, produc'd by him, al- 
ways remember'd the Dead in particular, when 


ever they celebrated the Euchariſt. | 
A. This Practice, although ir was more an- 
cient than the Days of Tertullian, yet it was 
later than the Time in which St. 7uſtin Martyr 
flouriſn d. * 25. 
The Vindicator tells us, if the Church of 
Imyrna's Application to the Throne of Grace, 
« Went ſo far as to deſire a ſupplemental Hap- 


_ *« pineſsto St. Polycarp, twas a virtual Prayer 
for him.” | 


A. I ſhould wonder, if, at laſt; ſuch a virtual 


Prayer ſhould be all that theſe Divines contend 


for. Methinks our Liturgy proves, that we are 


not wanting in holding ſuch a Communion as 


this with the Saints departed. 33 

Dr. Brett affirms, * That we are as much 
«© requir'd to pray for the Saints departed, as we 
* are to baptize Infants, becauſe we are com- 
** manded to baptize all Nations! ; for the Scrip- 
<< ture poſitively requires to make Supplications 
„for all Saints®, The Words all Saints, being 
* as univerſal as the Words 41 Nations, this 
Command as neceſſarily obliges us to pray for 
** all Saints, whether they be in this World, or 


« whether they be departed, as the other dogs 


to baptize all Perſons of all Ages.” 

A. The words all Nations, do not, in the 
New Teſtament, moſt frequently ſignify Men 
and Women, excluſive of Children; and there are 
ſeyeral Paſſages in the Old and New Teſtament, 


i vind. R. D. P. 95. 1 Dy. B. D. p. 190, 193. 4 Matt, 28. 19. 
that 
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that will convince any well diſpos'd Perſon, 
that Infants ate ineluded in the Text, Marr. 
28. 19. and Infants were admitted under te 
Law, and before ir too, into the Church and 
Covenant of God, by Circumciſion; and our 
Saviour appointing Baptiſm to be the Initiator 
Sacrament, by which all Chriſtians are to be ad- 
mitted into the Church of Chriſt, and the Coa 
venant of Grace; it was therefore natural for 
the Apoſtles, who were Jews, to conceive that 
Children were comptehended by the Words a/ 
 Natwns. © > F(t | 10 
And the Neceſſity of Infant Baptiſm, may be 
prov'd from Scripture independent on Tradition. 
See Mr. Allens ſerious and friendly Addreſs to 
the Nonconformiſts, Sc and Mr. Walls De- 
fence of his Book of Infant Baptiſm. 28 
But the Word Saints does, in the New Tef- 
tament, more frequently denote the Living than 
the Dead; nor is there any one Word, in any 
other Part of the Holy Scriptures, to incline us 
to believe that we are commanded to pray for 
the Dead. Eph. 6. 18. nor can this be prov'd a 
Duty from Scripture without a Tradition. 22 
Here then I poſitively affirm, that we are 
not as much requir'd, by the written Word of 
— to pray for the Dead, as to baptize In- 
nts. 4; 8 
Dr. Brett adds, We have as early and as 
plain Teſtimonies, of the Church, for Prayer 
for the Dead, as we have for the baptizing 
Infants.“ L | 
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7 4. St. Juſtin Martyr ſays 2 Ke I can produce 


abundance of both Sexes, who have, from 
their Childhood, been diſcipled unto Chriſt.” 
And this I take to be a more early Teſtimony 
for baptizing of Infants, than can be brought 
for praying or the Saints in another World; for 
the diſcipling of ' Chriſtians was by, Baptiſm; 
| Mate.-% 19. and our Author uſes the fame 
Word, as does the inſpir'd Writer; and, as Mr. 
Reeves farther obſerves: © Theſe Diſciples; 
he ſays alſo, continued Virgins all their Time, 
« which is another Argument. of their beir 
_ <.!/baptiz'd from their Childhood; bur above all, 
e the oppoſing. theſe Children to ſuch as had 
chang d from Intemperance; and, conſequent- 
«© ly, were Men, and conyerted and baptiz d, 
upon a due Conſideration of the Chriſtian 
Principles. This Oppoſition, I ſay, makes it 
plain to me, that he means ſuch Perſons as 
vere diſcipled into Chriſt, before they were 
0 capable of bearing the Chriſtian Doctrine by 
«+« Inftitution.” However, ſince this Prayer can- 
not be prov'd, either from Scripture. or Apoſ- 
tolical Tradition, to be abſolutely neceſſary; 


much leſs an eſſential Part of the euchariſtical 


Service, therefore I conclude, that it is not ſuch 
an ancient Cuſtom, as ought of neceſſity to be 
receiv d; and that it is a dreadſul Sin to depart 
from the Church, and forſake her Communion, 
for the want of ſuch a Form of Prayer. 

That which I fhall next take Notice of, is, 
the oblatory Prayer. | 


o Vide his Apology. is. p. 39. y 
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35 
Ireadily acknowledge, that the Holy Com- 
wunion is a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice, that the Eu- 
chariſt is the ſpiritual Sacrifice of the Chriſtian 
Church; and I am ſatisfied, that when St. Juſſin 


Martyr declares, . That Prayers and Praiſes | 
made by worthy Men, are the only perfect 


1 Sacrifices, and acceptable to God:“ He 
11 — not mean that the Euchariſt is not to be 

rd to God, as a Repreſentation of Chriſt's 
Sacrifice; for he himſelf offer d it up to God; 
as our Chriſtian Oblatlon; but he only ſdrupu- 
louſly declines to call it a Sacrifice, becauſe it is 
not directly and expreſly call d fo in the New 


Teſtament ; and, I think, ſeveral. Inſtances might 


be given, how ſtrictly the Ante- Nicene Fathers 


did make uſe of ſeriptural Terms. But the Eſſenti- 


aliſts, inſtead of making the Communion Service 
more expreſs and regular, in reſtoring the Prayer 
of Ohlation, they have made it the more imme? 
thodical and confus d, by inſerting it before the 
Prayer of Invocation; ſor I take it to be ex- 
tremely wrong and irregular, to make the Obla- 
tion before the Elements are compleatly conſe- 
„ e en 
However this be, the chief Queſtion here to 
be determin'd; is, whether or no, it be necel- 
ſary that the Oblation of the conſecrated Bread 
and Wine, be by us made by an oblatory Prayer? 
or whether or no, it be not ſufficient, that it 
be made only by a ſolemn Act of Oblation. 

And I affirm, that we are not oblig'd to do 


any more, than to offer up the conſecrated Ele- 
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ments. by a ſolemn Act of Oblation ; and that 

therefore our Communion Office is not defective 

in this Particular; and I the rather think ſo, be- 

cauſe, as Mr. John ſon obſerves and declares: 

„As all momentous Actions ate to be per- 
form d with a due Decorum, and with juſt 

« Solemnity; ſo it is eſpecially neceſſary, that 

this moſt weighty Negotiation, betwixt God 

1 e and. Man, be executed with agreeable Rites, 

= and with Circumſtances befitting ſuch hol 

= AInſtitutions. But if we enquire into thoſe 
„ KRites which were peculiar to Sacrifices, we 
fall find them to be no other, but the very 
Actions of offering. I will not pretend to 
# fay, that there never were any Ceremonies 
\|l deſteem d neceſſary, by ſome particular People, 
iy «for ſome particular Sacrifices; but what [ 
| T affirm, is, that no Right is eſſential to ſacri- 
ice in general, but only the very Act, or 
Acts of Oblation: For, if ir were otherwile, 
the Levitical Sacrifices were in reality null 
** ——- The Prieft uſed no Words, but the Ac- 
tions were ſignificant, and ſpake the Thoughts 
of him that perform'd the Office. Nor can 
I, upon the beſt Enquiry: I am able to make, 
ll find any Ceremony generally thought neceſ- 
« fary för offering a Sacrifice, bur only the 
= -..* — 2 whereby the Sacrifice was preſen- 
Now, if this Obſervation be juſt (as I pre- 
ſume it is) then when we celebrate the holy 
Communion, and the Elements are orderly laid 
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upon the Altar, rhe officiating Prieſt does per- 
— all the eſſential — Proper A or 
Oblation; for, in our bleſſed Saviour's on 
Words + 8 N 25 ay the 7 
Chriſt's Body given, i. e. ſacrificed for us; and 
the 7 the "Blood of the Neu Teftament, 
ſhed [as a ages for us, and for many, for © 
the Remiſſion of Sims > And whilſt he repeats ©. 
the Words of Inftiration, he takes the Paten in 
his Hand, breaks the Bread, and then devoutly 
lays it on the Altar; and likewiſe he takes the 
Cup into his Hands, and then again decently 
places it on the Communion- Table; and by 
theſe ſolemn and proper Acts of Oblation, he 
does really, and in due manner, offer the myſ- 
ö tical Body and Blood of Chriſt to the everlaſtin 
God. The whole Office then being a ſicrificid 
Act, all this does ſhew that the holy Euehariſt is ⁵ 
offer d by us, as our Chriſtian Sacrifice, and by 
| proper Rites, and is ſuch an Oblation, as does 
| i fhew forth the merirorious. Death of Chrzft . 
| Feſus our Saviour, according to his own divine 
; Inſtitution. And foraſmuch as the entire Com- 
munion Service, is an euchariſtical Sacrifice, or 
I 


Sacrifice of Prayer and Thankſgiving; and 
e ſince, in our Oblatory Prayer, inſtead of, Ne 
. 775 this Bread and this Cup, we ſay, Accept 
8 bis our Sacrifice of Praiſe and Thankſgiving : 
Therefore I am of Opinion, that our Reformers 
have fix'd our Prayer of Oblation in- its proper 


7 Place; for thoſe Words reſpe the whole fore- 
1 going euchariſtical Service, which we, in that 
ſuitable Prayer, properly, in the Poſt-Commu- 
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Dr. Breit diſcourſing at large upon tþ 18555 


jet , las nothing, of che abſolute necell: 1 01 
an oblatory Prayer; and, conſequentlyꝭ nothing 
to the Purpoſe; and thetefore f ſhall have let 
gccaſion-to fay much upon this Head. + 
The Vindicaror * is, e that the 

earned Mr. John ſon has invincibly prov d; that, 
the Bread and Cup were offer d by our Saviour, 

- Rephy...I, am not diſpoſed to argue LH 


« The moſt illuſtrious;Arteſtation (as Mr. f0hn-, 
Ln calls it) which St. Cyprian gives to this 
Docttine of Cbriſts offering himſelf in the 
Euchariſt: For it does not affect the Point 
Iplead for; wherefore I ſhall only add, if 
theſe learned Gentlemen, can, clearly and evi- 
dently prove, that our bleſſed Saviour, when 
He. inſticuted the holy, Euchariſt, did offer up to 
God the Father, the, euchariſtical Bread and 
Cup, not by an Ad of Oblation only, but par- 
ticularly by an oblatory Prayer, rheo they will 
have done ſomething very much to the Purpoſe, 
and to their Credit; and that will ſence all 
theit Adyerſaries upon this Head, and ſurpriſe 


all Mankind. 1 I 
The Vindicator farther: declares”, that the 
ancient Fathers, thoſe learned Doctors, thoſe 
old Martyrs and Confeſſors, Did offer the Sa- 
* crifice by Prayer before they eat it“ 


r Dy. B. D. p. 103, — 122. F Vind. R. D. Pt. 2. p. 157. 
Mr. J. Unb. S. Pt. . p. 65, St. Cypr, Ep. 63. » Vind. 

R. D. Pt. 2. p. 163. yr [feta 
And 
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And the leamed Author uf due Ares ys, | 


+./The Agreement of the whole World, before 


„ our Saviour's. Time, and che univerſal Com | 


<< tinnanet of rhe Cuſtom among the primitive 


+. Chriſtians, is certainly a/probable Reaſon rhar 


it is of moral Oesch and was practis d 
« by our Lord himſelſ; and Jure a little 22 
is ſufficlent to oblige us to ſubmit our 


and unſupported. Conjectures, to the — 
tient Pratt of all Apes, Andifthe'Prace 
eitice of the Part iarchs of the Jews, and Hea- 


bens; ed Cuſtom of the whole: World 
be ſufficient to giye 4 Juſt Idea of the Na- 


ture of the Sacrifice, then we may infer the 


1 Neceſſity öf offering it by Prayer; for this 
++: has been UE: * 7d Dy; * e 


Mr. Jh ſou. 
A. Tis: very | gs to have all hs World ro 
n Howexer;: TE, e 


As: 0 the Heathens; ey, ve it does by 
no means follow that this is a neceſſary Chrifs 


tian Duty, dera it is is d by the Ser. 


rides. As to, * 

The Jews, 1 gay, that it does not 8 
chat this was requir d of them by any expreſis 
Command of God, fo. fays' the learned Mr, 
© Fohnſon*; and this takes away the Force of all 
Arguments drawn from the Practice of the 


Jeu; for ſince it was no neceſſary Duty in 


the Time of the Law, fo neither is it now un- 
der the Golpel Diſpenſation.” | 
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The 


J. Uab. S. Pt. 2. p. 82. 


. 
5 
; 
4 


© - * 
„ 


1 ” 4 I ns” 


-_—_—_— 
** 
= — 


—— 1 — 
[4 


185 


Abe reste of facred Seripture, pr 

rt fo gteat boaſting, are nocht 
orid to the purpoſe?,  ,. 

5 Tbe Patriarchs built Altars when the 7 call'd 
_ the Nate of the LORD; and fo when 
i made their Supplications to the great 
Jrbovab, they offer Sacrifices to = that 

their Prayers TUE: be the more eſſectual by 
thoſe Means, Gen. 12, 8. and 13, 4. and 27. 


33. and 26. 25. Indesd, Exod.” 32. 30. and 
mpar' d with 


produc'd to 
in the 1 


Numb. 16. 47. habe need to be 6 
ifi 18. 2. e, mention is made of Aarhus 
bringing the Shield of bis proper Miniſtry, even 
Prayer and the Propitiation, of lncenſe; but 
theſe Words imply no oibres. Þut that he uſed 
Prayer as well as Sacrifice, When he made an 
Atonement for the People. And no more can 
be infer d from 1 Sam. 7. 9 and 1 Chron. 2 l. 26. 
And whereas it is written, 2 Chron. 29. 27, 28, 
And Hezckiah commanaed to er | the burnt 

Offering upon the Altaf Aid when the 
Burut Offering began, the Song. of the LORD 
began alſo with the. Trumpets, and with the 
Inſtruments ordain'd by David King of Wrael. 
And all the Congregation. worſhipped, and the 
Singers ſang, and the Trumpets ſounded ; And 
all this continued ꝝntil the urnt-Offering was 
finiſh'd. But this Palſage does prove no more, 
but that with their material Obianez they did 
offer to the Hol ly One of T1/7ael,- the verbal 
Sacrifices of Praiſè and d Thankſgiving. 
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And ſince theſe Arguments are taken from the 
learned and judicious Mr. 7ohnſon, I ſhall ſub- 
join this remarkable Declaration of his, vig. 
It muſt be confels'd, that is does not, from 
any of theſe Writers, appear, that the offici- 
« ating Prieſt did offer the Sacrifice by Prayer.” 

The Teſtimonies of the ancient Fathers, al- 
ledg'd to prove this an univerſal Practice, are 
next to be conſider'd. 

Says St. Jaſin Martyr, * When the Prieſt 
has finiſh'd the Prayers and the Euchariſt, the 
People lay Amen.” * 

A. But he does not ſay, nor do his Words 
imply, thar the conſecrated Bread and Wine 
were offer d up by an oblatory Prayer, or that 
it was a univerſal Practice to do fo. 

Says St. Cyprian, © We pray at our Sacri- 
« fices with the Aſſembly.” | 

A. But not offer them up by Prayer. 

It is there added, that Tertullian and St. 
Cyprian, mentioning the Cuſtom of rehearſing 
the Names of the Deceas'd in the euchariſtical 
Oblation, do, beyond Contradiction, teſtify the 
Practice of offering the Chriſtian Sacrifice by 
Prayer. | ie 

A. They ſay no ſuch thing: And to pray for 
the Dead, in virtue of the euchariſtical Sacri- 
fice, and to enumerate the Particulars of the In- 
ſtitution, is not to offer up the Sacrifice by 
ä 5 01 

It is there alſo farther urged, that the harmo- 
nious Conſent of all the Liturgies of the An- 


we 5 J. Unb. K. Pt. 2. p. 83. 4 The Neceſ. p. 147. e thid, 
p. 14 * 


G cients, 


* 
cients, are a ſufficient Evidence that the Primi- 
tive Church offet d up the euchariſtical Service 
by an oblatory Prayer. 
A. This was the modern Cuſtom; but theſe 
ſpurious Liturgies are of too late a Date to 
prove. this an Apoſtolical Practice. 
According then, to the two Rules before 
mention d, ſince the holy Scriptures contain all 
things neceſſary to Salvation, and yet this Prac- 
rice has no Foundation in the Holy Bible, being 
nkither read therein, nor can be prov'd there- 
by; nor have the Eſſentialiſts produc'd the 
conſentient Teſtimony of the Ante-Nicene Fa- 
thers, to prove it an Apoſtolical Cuſtom : 
Therefore, I think, that there lies no Neceſſity 
upon us to reſtore the Prayer of Oblation. 
When we celebrate the holy Euchariſt, there 
is, in fact, an Oblation made of the ſacred Ele- 
ments, and the conſecrated Bread and Wine are 
actually offer'd up to God as our Chriſtian Sa- 
erifice,' commemorative and repreſentative of 
that one only truly propitiatory Sacrifice of 
Chriſt Jeſus upon the Croke _ Wherefore, I 
conclude, that it will be very ſtrange, if they 
be guiltleſs, who make a new Separation, for 
want alſo of an expreſs oblatory Prayer. 
That grand Point in diſpute, which I: ſhall 
here treat of, is, the Prayer of Invocation- 
_-*Tis' obſervable, that the Eſſentialiſts. have not 
reſtor d the better qualify'd Prayer, that was in 
the firſt reform d Liturgy, but havz:reviv'dian- 
1174 The un, our 39 Articles, and the Kule given to the 
Glergy 1571, in Pr. N. F. 5. f, 2 12 | 


other 
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other, liable to many more, and even inſupets 


able ObjeQions. 14 Toba Sil © 
The Author of The Reaſons, 8&4. is indlin'd 


to believe, that the Force of this 'Invocation 
may be contain'd by Implicatioff'in our preſent 
Office. Why then is there ſo much violent 
Contention about it? 8 | 
There can be no Neceſſity fot cath this 
Prayer, by the firſt Rule before lay'd down. 
cannot believe that our Saviour uſed ſuch 
a Prayer of Invocation; becauſe the ſacred 
Oracles only ſay, that he uſed a Form of Blef 
ſing, and giving of Thanks, and then pro- 
nounc'd the Elements his Body and Blood. 

I cannot think this Prayer neceſſary, which 
is n0 were mention'd in the holy Scriptures, and 
has no manner of Foundation in the Word of 
God, as I ſhall prove hereafter. - - 

Nor can it be ſupported by the ſecond Rule 
before given. 

I do not believe, but that ſome of che Ante 
Nicene Fathers would have expreſſly mention'd 
it, if it had been the eſtabliſſi d Doctrine of the 
Church in thoſe Ages, that the Bread and Wine 
in the Lord's Supper were made the Body and 
Blood 'of Chriſt, by the Deſcent of the Holy 
Ghoſt upon them. | 

One may begin with the moſt early Fathers, 
and read. forwards, in order, a long Wes: bes 
fore one meets with this Prayer. 

This Article is not expreſily taught, in any 
authentic Record, by wy one = Penang during 
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the three- firſt Centuries ; wherefore we do not 
lie under any indiſpenſable Obligation to receive 
this Prayer. But this is not all, for I do far- 
ther declare, that this Prayer of Invocation is 
not only miſpMc'd, but is in itſelf eben, 
and ſuch as ought utterly to be rejected. 

Dr. Brett, indeed, produces“ — ancient 
Litu as clear Teſtimonies for the Uniyer- 
fality and Conſent of the four controverted 
Points; and he ſays, I traſt I have fairly 
and plainly prov'd the Clementine Liturgy 
_ < perfectly free from all Interpolations . for 
I have ſhew'd, that it contains nothing but 
*« what is agreeable to the Scriptures; and that 
« every Part of it has the Teſtimony of Ante- 
% Nicene Fathers to youch for it and that 
«+ every Pray er in it is agreeable in Senſe, tho not 
„in Words - to the Liturgies us'd in all Parts 
of the Chriſtian World; which plainly proves 
« the Univerſality and Conſent of all Nations, 
«and of all Chriſtians in this Form, or in one 
10 perfectly agreeable thereunto.” - 

And he affirms, *.that the four Things in dif 
pub, were reſtor d, Becauſe they had been'in 

all the Liturgies of the Church, from the 
«« Apoſtlc's Days to the Reformation; that no 
6c + Tine cou'd be aflign'd, no Place cou'd be 

'd, where there was a Chriſtian Church, 
1 . had omitted theſe things; excepting that 
„the Armenians mixed not the Cup, but then 
* they were condemn'd for it by a General 
Council of the Catholick Church. r 


K 


1 


b B. D. * n Dr. B. f. Pr. P. p. g. 
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- 


. 
« he ayers), ſuch an univerſal Harmony, in 
Matters never ſettled by any General Coun» 
« cil, or any other Means, by which Chrifs 
«' tians,: from all Parts of the World, might 
«« conſulr together about them, cou'd never 
happen by Chance, or have any other Origi- 

„ nal, than that theſe things were taught and 
*« order'd to be practisd by the Apoſtles and 
their Succeſſors. Now, as he aſſerts”, there 
cannot be better Authority to prove the Uni- 
« yerſality of any. Practice in the Chriſtian 
« Worſhip, than the Conſent of all theſe Li- 
« turgies, as they are Teſtimonies of the unani- 
«« mous Conſent of the whole Chriſtian World, 
in thoſe Points wherein they all agree. 
Here is a great deal boldly. advanc'd, and 
very poſitively affirm'd; yet I preſume, that 
the Evidences which he has produc'd, are ſo far 
from being deciſive, that his Authorities are ſuch 
as cannot be depended. upon. For, 118 

As he is gtoſſly miſtaken in ſome Particulars 
of very great Moment, ſo he impoſes upon his 
Reader; for, had he publiſh'd four or five Litur- 
gies, and ten or twenty Offices more, there 
wou'd have appear'd, at firſt ſight, ſuch a ma- 
nifeſt Diſagreement amongſt them, eſpecially 
about the Point under Conſideration, that an 
intelligent Reader wou'd not have rely'd very 
much upon them; and therefore for him to 
make publick juſt ſo many as might ſerve his 
own Purpoſe, is no Demonſtration of a fair 
Practice; | 
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And theſe very Liturgies, which he has prin- 
ted, are ſo very much interpolated, and ſo miſe- 
rably corrupred, and the Authors of moſt of 
them ſo utrerly unknown, and the Times of 
their being written ſo very uncertain, that of 
themſelves they are plainly of no Authority. 
As to the Clementine Liturgy in particular, 
I fay, that foraſmuch as it does not appear that 
ic was ever made ule of in any Church“, it 
therefore cannot be any very evident Proof of 
the univerſal Practice of the Church of Chriſt. 
Beſides, the Title is ſpurious, the Author of 
it is unknown, and the Conſtitutions, of which 
it is a Part, is a wicked Piece, wretchedly in- 
terpolated, and as ſuch condemn'd in the Coun- 
cil in Trullo, as before, and this Liturgy was 
wor cxcepreth | k 1 (EF? 
The want of the Lord's Prayer in it is a 
great Defect, and it is-interpolated. e 
But Dr. Brett, can by no means think, that 
the Paſſage in it concerning our Saviour's mix- 
ing the Cup with Wine and Water, is an Inter- 
lation, foiſted in after the Council of Nice; but 
at [caſt as old as Juſtin's Time, being fo agree- 
able to St. Juſtin Martyr's Water and Mixture. 
lf the Clementine Liturgy then be as ancient 
as the Time of Juſtin Martyr, I do therefore 
from thence conclude, that this Paſſage is inter- 
polated, becauſe where that Martyr does recite 
the Words of Inſtitution, he makes no mention 
of any ſuch a Mixture: And I do alſo, hence 
farther infer, that the Prayer for the Dead, the 
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Oblatory Prayer, and the Prayer of Invocation, 
ate all of them Interpolations; becauſe no ſuch 
Prayers were made uſe of in the Days of Jaſlin 
Martyr. einne 
For the Rule by which we are to judge what 
paſſages are interpolated in this Liturgy, which 
is older than the Council of Nite, is to exa- 
mine and compare them with the unconteſted 
Writings of the Ante. Nicene Fathers, and to 
ſee whether the ſame Points are atteſted by 
thoſe Fathers a. Says Dr. Brett, I will ob. 
ſerve in what Points all theſe Liturgies agree, 
„in Senſe, I mean, tho' not in Words; and 1 
« will then ſhew what the Ante-NMicene Fathers 
« have written in Confirmation of theſe Points. 
« And this, I conceive, will be ſufficient Evi- 
« dence, that whatever Interpolations may have 
been made in theſe Liturgies in Aſter-Ages, 
« theſe Paſſages wherein they all _ with 
one another, and with the Ante-Nicene Fa- 
« thers, have not been interpolated. For what 
is it that makes us judge there are Interpola- 
tions in all theſe Liturgies, but that we find 
« ſome things in them, wherein they differ from 
one another, and which cannot be confirm'd 
by the Teſtimony of the moſt ancient Fa- 
« thers?' Where therefore any Liturgy has a 
particular Rite, peculiar to itſelf, it is evi- 
dent that Rite wants Univerſality and Con- 
ſent; and where it wants the Teſtimony. of 
the Ante-Nzcene Fathers, it alſo wants Anti- 
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** quity, 


&« quity, conſequently, it fails in all the Parti. 
—— requiſite to an Apoſtolical Tradition.“ 
Now, altho' Dr. Brett ſays the contrary, 
yet the Prayer of Invocation has not the Teſti. 
mony of the-Ante-Nzcene Fathers ro vouch for 
it; and whoſoever will conſult what he has 
written upon this Head, in his Diſſertation, 


from p. 122, to 5. 184, will find that he has fad 


a great deal to amuſe his Reader, but has not ſo 
much as undertaken to prove that this Prayer 
was uſed by the Ante-Wicene Fathers. 


ut this is a very ſtrange way of proceeding, 


4 3 


in a Matter of ſuch vaſt Importance. Now, if 


ſo, learned a Divine cou'd not prove this an 
Ante - Nicene Practice, the Conſequences will be 
many, and very great, and ſuch as will mighti- 
ly affect this Point. For if there be no plain 
Teſtimonies of any Ante-Nicene Fathers, to 
prove that this Prayer was uſed in their Days 
(and I am perſugded that there is none) then, 


be eſteem d and adjudg'd an Interpolation in the 
Clementine Liturgy ; and that it was not in the 
moſt ancient Apoſtolical Form of celebrating the 
bleſſed: Euchariſt. And not being in the origi- 
nal Clementine Liturgy, then we conclude that 
it is an Interpolation, or an Innovation, in what- 
ever other Liturgy it is found; This Lityrgy be- 
ing the Standard by, which all others are to be 
try'd. And the Roman Liturgy wanting this 


\ hid. p. 219. 
Prayer 7 


This, indeeed, (urpriz'd:me; and yet it-pleas'd 


according the Eſſentialiſts own Rule, it muſt 
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Prayer, is therefore, in this Reſpect, 4 Miſſal 
more Perfect, more Apoſtolical, and Scriprural, 


* 
* 


Dr. Brett, tho he cannot produce any Li- 


turgy, that was certainly us'd in the African 
Church, which has this Prayer in it; yet he 


attempts to prove it by the Teſtimony. of Oy- 


tatus, an African", who blames the Donatiſts 


for pulling down the Altars, Where the Al- 
„mighty God is invok'd, and where the holy 
Spirit, being requir'd, -deſcends.” 
A. Optatus does not ſay, that they petition'd 
the Holy Ghoſt to deſcend upon the Elements, to 
make them the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which is 
what was to be prov'd; and he does not fay . 
the Altars upon which, but where the Holy 
Ghoſt deſcends; and therefore, as they did not 
call upon the living God, but only at the Al- 
tar, ſo neither do theſe Words imply, that the 
divine Spirit did deſcend upon the Altar, to con- 
ſecrate the Bread and Wine, bur rather upon the. 


Communicants, at the Altar, to ſanctify them. 


But St. Auguſtine (ſays Dr. Brett.) tells us 


expreſly, That the Bread is ſanctify d, by the 


inviſible Operation of the Holy Ghoſt.“ 
A. But he does not ſay that the Bread was 


made the Body of Chriſt, by the Deſcent of 


the Holy Ghoſt upon it; nor do his Words any 
way imply, that the Prayer of Invocation was 
then uſed in the African Church; and for this 
very good Reaſon, becauſe, according to St. 
Auguſtine*, the Words of Inſtitution did con- 
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thade the Form of Conſecration in that Charch, 


And moreover, St. Auguſtine might have pray'd. 
that the Bread might be ſanctify d by the Holy 


Ghoſt, and yet not have believ'd that it was 
made Chriſt's Body, by the Deſcent of the 
Holy Ghoſt upon it. Thus, in the Office for 


Baptiſm, we pray to God to fanQity the Water, 


without any Thoughts of its being made the 
Blood of Chriſt, by the ſecret Operation of the 
Holy Spirit. 

It has not then yer been. prov'd, that this 


Prayer was (I fay) ever usd in the African 


Church, in any Age, or at any Place. And no 
Teſtimonies are produc'd for the Practice of it 
in the Weſtern Church, in any of the three firſt 
Centuries; nor in the Church of Rome for above 
a thouſand Years laſt paſt. 

And ſuppoſe that this Prayer was uſed there 
in the fifth Century (which, I think, cannot be 
evidently made out) yet, if fo, it was rejected 
by the Church of Nome in the 6th Century; 
and by the Gallican Church in the 8th; and 
ſoon after in all the other Weftern Churches, 
And this methinks, wou'd argue as great a Diſ- 
ſent, as if they had never receiv'd the ſame 
Dr. Brett poſitively aſſerts, * ** That the 
*« molt primitive Church, and the whole Catho- 
« lick Church, in all Times and Places, for 
eight hundred Years together excepting Italy 
(it that may be excepted ) did pray to 
God to ſend the Holy Ghoſt, to make this 
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„Bread the Body, and this Cup the Blood of 
«+ Chrift, without any Reſtriction - 
But I not only ſay, that this was never done 
in the Church of Chri/t, for three hundred 
Years after CHriſt; but alſo farther add, that 
there is no ſuch Prayer, even in moſt of thoſe 
Liturgies which are mention'd by Dr. Brett; fo 
thar the Majority of theſe Evidences, which he 
ſo much depends upon, muſt needs carry the 
Cauſe againſt him. A 
And x. there is no ſuch Prayer in St. Peter's 
Liturgy, as is confeſs'd: Nor, 2. in the Raman: 
Nor, 3. in St. Ambroſe's : Nor, 4. in Pope Gela- 
ſus's, for he owns that theſe two laſt agree with 
the Roman Miſſal: Nor, 5. has Dr. Brett pro- 
duced any one ſuch Prayer, out of above four- 
ſcore Offices in the Gothic Miſſal: Nor is there 
ſuch a thing, 6. in the Gallican Miſſal: Nor, 7. 
in the Fragments of the Mogarabich Miſſal: 
Nor, 6. in King Edward VI Liturgy : Nor, 9. 
in the Scorch Common-Prayer-Book”:* Nor, 10. 
in our own Eg yy 
But the Doctor will ſay, that in all. theſe Li- 
turgies, except our own, there are Prayers to 
the ſame Effect. | £114 00 enn 
A. Not fo; in ſeveral of theſe Liturgies, the 
Petitions only are, that the Bread and Wine 
may be to us, the Body and Blood of Jeu 
Chriſt. In the Mozarabick Miſſal, they pray, 
that the holy and undivided Trinity, may ſanc- 
tify theſe Hoſts by the Spirit; that when it has 
been receiv'd by us, whatſoever dwells in us, 
contrary to the good of the Soul, may die; 
1 4 and 
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and whatſoever dies may never revive again, 
In the Scotch Common-Prayer-Book, the Peti- 
tion is, Hear us, O merciful Father, we moſt 
„ humbly beleech thee, and of thy almighty 
* Goodneſs, vouchſafe ſo to bleſs and fanGify, 
with thy Word and holy Spirit, theſe thy Giſts 
* and Creatures of Bread and Wine, that they 
may be unto us, the Body and Blood of thy 
*« moſt dearly beloved Son.” 

But I ſhou'd rather chuſe to ſay, that ſuch Pe- 
tions as theſe do import, an earneſt Requeſt to 
God, to ſend his holy Spirit, not ro make the 
Elements the myſtical Body and Blood of Chr iſt, 
but to be communicated to the worthy Receiver; 
that when the devout Communicant does receive 
the conſecrated Bread and Wine, the Holy Ghoſt 
may operate in, or with, the ſame, make the 
holy Sacrament beneficial to the Soul, convey 
with it the Seed or Principle of eternal Life, 
ſanctify the Soul, and nouriſh the true Believer 
up unto everlaſting Life and Happineſs. 
And ſince the Weſtern Liturgies have not any 
one Petition, where God the Father is call'd 
upon to {end down his holy Spirit upon the Ele- 
ments, to make them the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt; therefore the Eſſentialiſts ſhou'd not in- 
rerpret them to that Senſe they do, without 
better Teſtimonies, than they produce, from 
ancient, not Greek, but Latin Authors; for as 
they underſtand theſe Petitions, they are bur 
modern Corruptions and late Innovations. Bur 
"theſe Liturgies ſhould not be made thus con- 
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temptible, without ſufficient Reaſon: However, 

the Prayer of Invocation was never us'd in the 

Weſtern Church. $2403 37.1 ava 
Dr. Brett ſays*, that the primo-Primitive Fa- 

thers, have not taught us with,what Words 

invoked the Holy Ghoſt ; and therefore I con- 


ceive that it will be a very hard Matter to prove 


% 


this Point from thoſe Fathers. 2 K 
And, indeed, that learned Divine does not 


attempt it, but remits us to Mr. John ſon, who 
has exhauſted this Subject. Mr. Jobhnſon brings 
in St. Irenæus ſpeaking home to the Purpoſe “. 


But that Paſſage is taken out of a Fragment, 


which is of no Authority; ſo that what be 
there alledges, requires no other Anſwer. 


But he declares, that in the firſt Ages of the 
Church, Hereticks, as well as Catholicks, uſed 
it, becauſe Irenæus lays*, Marcus the Heretick, 
drew out, to a great Length, the Words of 
++ Invocation.” x}: 9804.5 
A. What were the Sentiments and Practices 
of thoſe Hereticks I do not know: But ſay, 


that when Irenæus gives us the Senſe, and in- 


forms us what was the Practice of the Orthodox, 
in this Caſe, he aſſures us, that the Elements 


were ſanctify'd, by giving of Thanks, and the 
Word of Chriſt. 


The Vindicator alledges Jrenæus and Origen 
as Evidences for this Practice, in thoſe purer 


Ages. = 


8 n k * 8 9 
_ —— - 


— — T — — — 


d Dr. B. D. p. 19. © 1bid. p. 128. 4 N. J. Unb. S. Vol. 2. 
Pref. P. 8, 9. © Mr. J. Unb. S., Pt. 1. p. 194. 


Ireuæm's 


- 1 FIrenews's Invocatio Dai, is produ 


.trengus, or a 
of the Apoſtolical Age before, nor of the Cen- 


* * _ W Vn a | | a y p 4 
! 5 * . 
| 4 | 


Cd as a 
clear Proof that your Prayer was uſed in thoſe 
Days. To this I ay, e 

Fir, That Pr. Hrett owns, that none of the 
moſt ancient Fathers have taught us with what 
Words they invok'd the Holy Ghoſt; and 
therefore the Eſſentialiſts will find it a difficult 


Matter, to prove that IJreuæus does mean ſuch 


a Prayer of Invocation as they have reviv'd. 
-- Secondly, Although this is a difficult Paſſage, 


? et, | to ſupport their Interpretation of 'it, they 


e not produc'd any one Word out of St. 
ny Writer of the ſame Age, nor 


rury next fucceeding it, to induce any indiffe- 
rent Perſon to underſtand that Father as they 
Thirdly, This learned Perſon quoting 1re- 


nus {aying thus, As Bread, the Produce of 


the Ground, is not common Bread, but the 


.*© Euchariſt, after God has been call'd upon for 
a Bleſſing :” Has not acted the fair Part; for 


*ris/not a juſt way of arguing, to give, in their 


. Franſlation, their own Senſe of ſuch Paſfages 
as they produce for Evidences in their own 


Cauſe, inſtead of the Words of an Author. St. 


Irenæus does not ſay, as you relate the Matter, 
his Percipiens Invocationem Dei, may as truly 


be tranſlated, Partaking of the Invocation of 
God; and what that means is the Queſtion. 
This learned Gentleman is of Opinion with Pr. 
Grabe, that Jreuæus did here uſe the very ſame 


— —— 


* 


f Vind. R. D. p. 131. 


Word, 
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35 
„ 
Word, which is uſed by St. Baſil, for the Invo- 
cation of the Holy Ghoſt. But it does not 
neceſſarily follow, that St. renæus did uſe it in 
the Senſe you put upon it, becauſe it was ſo us'd 
by St. Baſil two hundred Years after. And 
this Obſervation of theſe great Men, will have 
leſs Weight in it, when we conſider, that it is 
not certain, that St. Bafl did uſe that Word in 
that Senſe. r 
But the Author of The Nece/: ſays , that we 
have Sr. Baſil's own Practice and Direction, in 
his Miſſal for this Interpretation of this Word. 
But the Strength of this Argument is taken 
away by Dr. Brett, who ſays", which of the 
two Liturgies ſaid to be St. Baſis, ** Or whe: 
ther either of them was compil'd by him, I 
«« ſhall not pretend to ſay 7. 

Foarthly, Invocatio Dei, or calling upon 
God, does not neceſſarily imply a petitionary 
Prayer; for the P/ulmill calls upon the Name 
of the Lord in Acts of Praiſe we” Pfal. 105. 
y. 1. Sc. and when he ſays, as P/2. 116. 17. 
1 will offer to thee the Sacrifice of Thankſ+ 
giving, and will call upon the Name of t 
LORD. The Meaning, I ſuppoſe, is, that he 
will not only offer a material Sacrifice to the 
great Jehovah, but allo adore the God of T/+aeh, 
and magnify his holy Name in verbal Praiſes': 
And it is as proper to interpret Jrenæus by the 
P/almiſt as by St. Baſil. And as Acts of Praiſe 
are rerm'd calling upon the Name of the Lord; 
ſo the Act of Thankſgiving, by which the Ele- 


8 Page 136. n Dy, B. D. p. 305. i Mr. J. Unb. S. Pt. I. p. 
281, and Pt. 2. p. 245. 


ments 
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ments were ſanctify d, is expreſly call'd a Prayer 
by Juſtin Martyr*, in St. Fames's, St. Chry- 
foftome's, and St. Ba/il's Liturgy, and often an 
euchariſtical Prayer, as Dr. Brett] calls it. 
And as Irenæuss calling upon God, muſt 
ſignify his calling upon him in Prayer; ſo J 
reſume that it muſt ſignify not a petitionary, 
bur thankſgiving Prayer. Certainly it is more 
honourable, to interpret his Words ſo as they 
may be conſiſtent with our Saviour's Inſtitution: 
And then we muſt here underſtand a Prayer of 
Thankſgiving ; for the bleſſed 7eſus did ſancti- 
fy the Bread and Wine, by an Act of Thankſ⸗ 
giving, as I ſhall, by and by, undertake to 
prove. 81 
And there can be no fairer way of interpre- 
ting an obſcure Place, in any Author, than by 
another Paſſage in the ſame Writer, which is pa- 
rallel to it, and relates to the ſame Matter, 
where he expreſſes himſelf more plaioly and 
diſtintly. Now, as IJrenæus's Invocatio Dei, 
muſt needs ſignify ſuch a calling upon God in 
Prayer, as he was then uſed to make, and, in his 
| Judgment, wou'd make the Bread and Wine the 
| Euchariſt; therefore theſe Words muſt be inter- 
preted by what goes juſt before , where he relates 
that the Bread is the Body of Chriſt, and the Cu 
his Blood, in quo gratiæ actæ ſunt, over which 
Thanks have been given; and the determina- 
ted Signification of the Word Euchariſt, in the 
Paſſage under conſideration, argues that the 
Bread was lantify'dby an Act of Thankſgiving ; 


1 Dr. B. C. L. p. 150. I Dy. B. D. p. $5, 59, 61. m Iren. 
L. 4. c. 34 
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which. is farther evident from what immediately 
follows in thar vorn Chapter, where he fuys, 
we offer to God, not as to an indigent Being, 
but Cratias, Praiſes, agenies Domiuat toni 'ejus, 
giving them to his divine Majeſty; & ſauci 
banter man and ne the: _ 


.I zr 
wr Origen - . the 


The Vindieator: aps", 
Words, with reference to the holy Euchariſt: 

We eat the Bread, brought to the Altar, 
„ which becomes a holy Bady, Up: virtue of 
the conſecrating Prayer.“ 

AH. rigen ſays , we eat che Bread cherhes 
been offer d by Thankigiving and Prayer, now 
made a Body by Prayer; and that Prayer, no 
doubt, was a Thankigiving Prayer, which as 
Tuſtin Martyr fays, Was a Prayer of more 
than ordinary Lengthr..??! mahnt 

Origen alſo declares, That the Holy Gholt 
is the Fountain of all Sanctiſication . 
A That is in us; for Origen was fo far from 
thinking that the Bread and Wine were made 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, by the Deſcent 
of the holy Spirit, that he was of an Opinion, 
that the Operation of the Holy Ghoſt does not 
allect inanimate, or irrational Things. Now 
—— to the Rule by which we are to 

in fach a Caſe, and which is allow'd of by 
= 2 enatalits I rhink I may fafely ſay, that 
their Prayer of Invocation is not coeval to 


* 


8 
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I. p. 180. 
I Chriſtianity, 


[5] 
Chriſtianiry, nor an Apoſtolical Practice, but a 
. Interpolation in the Clement ine Liturgy. 

St: Baſil the (Great, goes lo far as to inform 
ns, that none of the Saints before him have 
n us in writing the Form of Invocation.. 
To This Dr. Brett fays*, it may be he th 
char the Author of the Clementine Liturgy 
was not worthy of the Title of Saint. 

A He might have related the Matter of Fact, 
1 calling that Author a Saint, if the true 
Reaſon had not been, that it was not then in 
the Clementine Liturgy. Tan, 

And St. Baſt might have Garisfy'd theſe 
Geatlemen; „that 7 Prayer was deliver'd by 
Tradition only, which, as they intimate, Can 
make that a neceſſary Duty, which the Scrip- 
* tures have not made ſo“:“ And yet they 
undertake to prove, that the Prayer of Invoca- 

tion. is commanded in Scripture “ 
The Eſſentialiſts ſay*, that Chriſt Jahr, in 
theſe Words, It ig the. Spirit that quickneth, 
the Fleſh profiteth nothing, John 6. 63. plainly 
reaches that the holy Spirit ſhould deſcend 1 
on,: and operate in the holy Elements. 

A. Not to make them the myſtical Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, but — to na the War 
Receiver.. 

This Text is a clear Proof, that le ourwhgil 
een without the inward Grace, do not 
profit us; but does not plainly aſſert what you 
affirm; and we believe, that the Lord's Supper 
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is a Sacrament as well as a Sacrifice, as Sacra-_ 
ment ſignifies the outward viſible Sign of an in- 
ward ſpiritual Grace, and a Means whereby 
we receive the ſame; and St. Baſil's deriving 

the Prayer of Invocation from Tradition only, is 
an Evidence that claſhes with your Expoſition of 


this Text. 1 $a 


- . Bar theſe Gentlemen do 


= . 


mightily contend thar 


this Petition is enjoyn'd, Matt. 26: 26. Sc. and 
that this Text does demonſtrate the Eſſentiality 


of this very Invocation. 
The Defender argu 


= 
. 


7 


es thus, Our bleſſed 


= 


© Saviour, bleſſed the Bread and the Cup 
and does not Bleſſing, in Sctipture Language, 
mean praying for a Bleſſing? and are nor 


6 


the Holy Ghoſt 7” 


- Theſe are the Premiſes; the 
he draws from them is this, vig. Therefore, 


the Bleſſings of God the Father convey'd by 


. 


Catalan which 


to euchariſtiſe or bleſs the Elements, is, in 
other Words, to pray for the Deſcent of the 


Holy Ghoſt. upon them.“ 


A. What is here in the Concluſion, can never 
be found in the Premiſes; this then is a manifeſt 
Paralogiſm. This is certainly an inconcluſive 
way of arguing, otherwiſe one 1 any 


Propofition, by any Medium in the 


ever. c 


orld what - 


9 A” 
The Vindicator argues thus*, ** Since the 
holy Jeſus bleſſed the Bread and Wine, and 
ſince bleſſing in Scripture means praying for 
a Bleſſing, ſince the Holy Ghoſt is the Con- 


Def. R. p. 102, 103. 2 Vind R. D. P. 114, 115. 
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«6 veyor 


60 

„ veyor of divine Bleſſings, and our Saviour's 
«+: humane Nature was actuated by this divine 

Spirit, how can bleſſing the euchariſtick Ele- 
ments, which our Saviour oalls his Body and 
Blood, be interpreted to any other — than 
praying for a Heſcent of the Holy Ghoſt up- 

*« on them? and then our Saviour's command- 
ing his Diſciples to do What He Vide makes 
«+,a Prayer for this Bleſſing injoyn d..“. 

A. Now to. ſhew the utter Vanity 400 
Weakneſs of this Argument, ſo very often, and 
ſo inſultingly repeated by theſe-Divines, I might 
ſay, that our Saviour did not bleſs the Bread, 
nor is there any ſuch Scripture as this, Jeſus 
robo Bread and bleſſed it*: And then the Foun- 
dation of theſe inconclufive Reaſonings is: under- 
min'd, and fo all the Arguments drawn from 

thence fall to the Ground; and this I ſhall prove, 
as ſoon as I have made this one Remark vpn 
this Paſſage: 

Vou ſay Chriſt's humane Nature was: aRtuared 
by the divine Spirit; and therefore bleſſing rhe 
Elements muſt mean a praying for the Holy 
*Ghoſt to deſcend upon them, to make them 

Ohbhriſts Body and Blood. Now if Lask, how 
Jou came to know, that Chriſt 's humane Na- 
ute was ſo actuated ? yon Il Hay, that the Serip- 
tures declare, that 75 Holy G 2 deſcended 
. 51 him, and that he was anointed WWD the 
Holy Ghoſt au with Power ®. - 
And now if you ask me, why 1 J0 nt be- 
:  lieve, that the Elements are made the d and 
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Blood of Chrift, by the Deſcent of the Holy 
Ghoſt upon them? My Anſwer is, the ſacted 
Scriptures have no where taught us any ſuch 
Dottrine, and it's Preſumption to think to kno 
it without divine Revelation. 
. The Eſſentialiſts inſiſt upon it that our Sa- 
viour bleſſed the Bread and Wine. | | 
* There are no ſuch Words 1 We 
"Matt. 26. 26. in the Original, it is Jeſur took 
Bread and bleſſing a it: And 1 Prne 
it, having crept into the Text after Ang, has 
led very many great Men, into very, great 
Miſtakes. n ; YT 
Eraſinus, in his Paraphraſe, renders CM, 
Matt. 26. 26, hben he bud offer'd the Sa- 
crifice of Pnaiſè to C. And C, V. 
27. When he bad given Thanks to the Father. 
Caſtelli renders thoſe Words, Having given 
Pxai ſes. ys | Ftp 
In Tindales Bible, Gayoas is tranſlated, 
Matt. 26. 26. and gave Thanks. And Mark 
14. 22. Bleſſed, Gxapponres. Matt. 26. 27. and 
than d. In Queen Eliæabethbs Bible, Cu 
is tranflated, Ihen he had given Thanks. Matt. 
26. 26. And when he had bleſſad. Mark. 14. 22. 
Accordingly, to make the Apoſtles Accounts of 
. the Inſtitution conſiſtent, We muſt expunge the 
little Particle it, .and-renderiGaeryyrus, Matt. 26. 
26. and Mar uA. 22. Bleſſing; lor the original 
Word here, muſt of neceſſity be render d in the 
lame Senſe as Cyaeonoas is, Mart. 22 
You ſay ©, theſe Words are here uſed tranſi- 
tively, and certainly terminate on the Bread. 


— . . — 
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A. Not ſo; for by theſe Words are not meant, 
bleſſing and thanking the Bread and Cup, but 
aſcribing Bleſſing and Thankſgiving to the great 
God of Heaven. a {duene 

| You fay, in ſtrictneſs, C ve,. Matt. 
26. 27. ſhou'd be render'd, bJeſed, or euthari/- 
tiz'd it. rt er e e e 

A. No; for euchariſtiz'd, in plain Eng, 
is thank d; but our Saviour did not thank the 
Von ſay, it is allow'd, you think, by learned 
Men, that xag54y has the ſame Signification 
in the Hiſtory of Inſtitution, as p. 
A If you tranſlate C ,jee in Matt. and 
Mark, bleſſed it, you muſt render C Hð e 
in Luke 22. 19. thank'd it; and the your in- 
fallible Rule of Tradition has betray'd you into 
an Error, and taught you to tranſlate the Scrip- 

ture into Nonſenſe. | | 
Wherefore I ſay, ſince ir muſt be granted me, 
that our Saviour did not thank the Cup, then, 
of neceſſity, | by Gxago1oags, Luke 22. 19. 
muſt be meant our Saviour's giving Thanks to 
God; and therefore (that we may not interpret 
the holy Scriptures into Contradictions) accor- 
ding to the determin'd Senſe of this Word in 
this Text, you muſt underſtand Caoyjoas in the 
other Texts, as ſignifying our Saviour's not 

bleſſing the Bread, but bleſſing God over it. 
Mr. John ſon fays*, St. Luke acquaints us, c. 
9. V. 16. that Chriſt Jeſus bleſſed the Loaves; 


* 


* 
- 


A 
* * 
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NE 
but St. John tells us, that he euchariſtiz d them, 
Wien, een 
A Euchariſtiz d them, that is thank'd them; 
this is wonderful! I think Dr. W has a better 
way of reconciling theſe Texts, who informs us 
(I.) that in ſome ancient Manuſcripts, the Words 
in St. Lule run thus, He bleſſed over the Loaves ; 
which very well agrees with khis Senſe of the 
Word before given, łhax Bleſſing ſignifies bleſſing 
God! (2) That chis is at elliptical Form of 
Speech; to be ſupplied thus, He bleſſed God over 
them; it being familiar both with the Grell 
and Hebrews, to put, to bleſs a Thing, for bleſ- 
ſing God over it. ona Ot | 1438S, £ 21 99 ve nf 1 
Since then Caffee cat be interpreted 
in any other Senſe, than giving of Thanks to 
God; and M e ought not to be We 
in a Senſe repugnant thereunto; therefore the 
two Texts, Matt. 26. 26. and Mark 14. 22. 
as is reaſonable, ſhou d be interpreted by the 
other five Texts, which have reſpect to the Eu- 
chariſt; namely, Matt. 26 27. Mark 14. 23. 
Lule 22. 19, and 20. and 1 Ep. Cor. 11. 24. 
Eſpecially, ſince ſeveral Copies of the New Tet- 
tament have GCraponoass inſtead of L)eyioas, 
Matt. 26. 26. And there is this farther very 
good Reaſon for what I aſſert, vig. the ancient, 
uſual, and proper Forms of Conſecration, were 
really Forms of Thankſgiving. e 
The Eſſentialiſts contend®, that giving of 
Thanks, 1 Cor. 14. 16. was a conſecrating of 
the ſacred Elements. | | 


_— vu. 
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on Matt. 14. 19. Mills Greek Teſt, 8 Vind. R. D. 5. 
123. | | 


A. Agreed. 


Deen — 
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A Agreed. Here then mA i interpte: 
ted by Gyaez5ia, and here allo is a ſcriptoral in- 
ſtance of conſecrating the Blements, not- by 
praying for a Hleſſing upon them, but by giving 
of Thanks to God oyer them; and theſe are di- 
vine Deciſions of theſe Points 


£3 Says the * indicator * U n, is taken in a 
conſecrating Senſe, 1 Ca. 19, 166. Hide, 
A. But not in the Senſe yau take it. As 
the Paſchal Cup was. call'd the Cup of Bleſſing, 
becauſe it was ſanctify d hy bleſſing God over ir: 
ſe..the;cuchariſtical Cup is there call d the. Cup 
of Blefſing, becauſe it was fanRify'd by, ble. 
ſing God over it; and fo the inſpird Apoſtles 
pleſs d it, not hy hleſſing it, in your Senſe of 
he Word, bor OY VIPS Thanks to God, and 
bleſſing his holy Name; to uſe che Words of 
the learned Mr., I harndite N. Here, finding 
at evident, by comparing the Evangeliſts ont 
with another, and WKh-St Paul, that bleſſing 
and giving of IThankę, in this Caſe, are both 
* Words; I muſt needs inter; that bleſſing the 
«« Blements, is nothing elſe but giving God 
Thanks over them —— with intent to make 
them the Sacrament. of Chriſt's Body rand 
In the Times when Juſtiu Martyr flouriſh'd, 
as that early and holy Father does inform usb, 
they ſanctify d the Bread and Cup, by Thankſ⸗ 
giving, by offering up Praiſe and Glory to God 
the Father, through the Name of his Son, and 


Ir Vind. R. D. 7. 12t, I pr. B. B. 7. 418, gig. + Dr. B. 
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the Holy Spirit. Here Juſtin | 
prets Laeyioans by, Lyarcnoag, and here allo. 


Martyr inter- 
is an Inſtance of the primitive Biſhops ſanctify- 


ing the Elements 3 Act of Thankſgiving to 
God, as he expre y declares. St. Irenens in- 


terprets Eulogy by Euchariſt, and when he cites 
the Words of St. Paul, 1 Cor. x. 16. inſtead of 


fay ing, he Cup of Bleſſing, ſays, the Cup of 
Thankſgrving. In the Inſtitution of the Eu- 
chariſt, St. 2 xxvi. 26. St. Chryſoſtom reads 
Casi, inſtead of Cνν , and ſo in- 
terprets the latter by the former, which only 
ſignifies giving of Thanks to God. 8 
And what ſurpriſes me, ſo do the Eſſentialiſts, 
in their recital of the Words of Inſtitution in 
their new. Office, which in fact is a Contradicti- 
on:to their own Reaſonings: It may be Truth 
prevail'd againſt Prejudice. — of --: 

And whereas it is ſaid, the People wonu'd not 
eat at the high Place till Samuel had bleſſed 
the Sacrifice, 1 Sam. ix. 13. Crotius on St. Mat. 
Vi) 26.- ſays, i. e. fill he had bleſſed it, by 
bleſſing Cod over it. Thus, adds he, the 
« Hebrews, and after them the Helleniſts, in- 
*« ſtead of ſaying, to bleſs God over a Thing, 
for Brevity fake, ' ſay, to-blels a Thing. 
Dr. Wo. as before, ſpeaks to the fame purpole ; 
and farther declares, ** So, 1 Cor. x. 16. The 
Cup of Bleſſing, which we bleſs, is the Cup 
for which we give Thanks, according to the 
**. Cuſtom of the Fews, with whom the Bene- 
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« diction of the Bread is conceiv'd in theſe 
«« Words, Bleſſed art thou, O Lord our God, 
« the King of the World, who produceſt Bread 


„ gut of the Earth: The Benediction of the 


Cup runs thus, Bleſſed art thou, O Lord, the 
« King of the World, who createſt the Fruit 
* of t Vine.” ſw? 

The learned Dr. Grabe informs us, that the 
rimitive Chriſtians, when they celebrated the 
tefſed Sacrament, fſanCtified rhe Elements by 

an Act of Thankſgiving, ** according to the 

Example and Command of our Saviour him- 

«© ſelf, who in his laſt Supper no doubt imitated 

the Bleſſings of the Zews.”. To all which I 

add, the like Phraſe is uſed, St. Zuke ix. 16. 

and the Meaning of this does explain the other, 

and this muſt be interpreted by St. John vi. II, 

23. as before, which ſhews that our Saviour 

bleſſed the Creatures by bleſſing God over them: 

And indeed we can with Propriety and Senſe 

ipeak of our Saviour's bleſſing the ſacramental E- 

lements, whether we mean his bleſling God over 
them, or imploring a divine Bleſſing upon them; 
but we cannot with Propriety and Senſe ſpeak 
of our Saviour's conſecrating the euchariſtical 

Bread and Wine by giving of Thanks, whether 
we mean his giving of Thanks to God over 
them, or his pray ing to God to have them 
thank d: Wherefore Eulogy muſt be interpreted 

by Euchariſt, Bleſſing, by Thankſgiving. 


o V. Dy, B. D. 5. 58. 
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| Thus our Saviour fandtified the Elenients.by 
giving of Thanks, St. Luke xxii. 19. Thus 


1 


- 
* . 


the Apoſtles conſecrated the ſacramental Bread 
and Cup in a Form of Thankſgiving, 1 Cor. xiv, | 
16. And the primitive Fathers in the Days of 
Tuſtin Martyr ſanctified the Bread and Wine 
by Thankſgiving. to God, as 1 juſt now ob- 


In the Clementine Liturgy, from the begin- 
| _—_— : & #3 * Ls 4 ET» 
ning of the euchariſtical Seryice to the Prayer 
of Oblation, there is no ſuch thing as praying 
to God to bleſs the Bread and Wine, nor any 
one Sentence or Word expreſſing or imply ing 
any ſuch thing: Nor in St. Fames's, ne 
St. Mark's, nor St. Chry/oftom's, nor St. Baſil s, 
not the Arhiopick Liturgy, nor in Neſtorius, 
or Severns his Liturgy: In all theſe Liturgies 
the enchariſtical or thankſgiving Prayer is con- 
tinu d to the oblatory Pray erf. ITE. 
And whereas it is ſaid in St. Fames's Liturgy, 


. 


in the recital of the Words of Inſtitution, giv- 
ing Thanks, ſanttifying, bleſſing, &c. 5 in 
St. Mark's, He gave Thanks, he bleſſed and 
ſanctiſied, and brake it; the Words bleſſed aud 
ſanctiffed, I do preſume, were inſerted only to 
denote, that Chrif# Jeſus did, by giving of _ 
Thanks, bleſs and fanRify the Bread and the 
Fruit of the Vine. Now I affirm, that the pri- 
mitive Fathers did offer up to God the myſtical 
Body and Blood of Chrift yu 
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1 


And, Ido affirm;. that therefore the Bread and 
Wine were entirely and .compleatly conſecrated 
before the Oblation of them was made. 
Here then are a vaſt number of Evidences that 

the greateſt part of the Chriſtian World did al- 

ways fanctify the Bread and Wine by giving 
Thanks unto God, and regiting the Fords of 
| = Inſtitutibn: Nor is there in the new Office wa 


* 6 s. - 


But to attain to a more let and d diftine No- 
id of the bleſſed Euchariſt, we muſt conſider 
what it is that makes i it ſo, and fo, whom it is ſo 
maideee. | | 

Tl conſider, 

Firſt, What the Lord Jeu did at the Tuſti 
tution of this ſublime Myſtery, in order to make 
the Bread and Wine his myſtical Body and Blood, 
And then, Secondly, What Part his authoriz'd 
Miniſters are to perform now, towards the con- 
ſecration of the bleſſed 8 ymbols of the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt. ee here I would have it 
obſery'd, that by our Saviour's conſecrating the 
Bread 154 Wine is to be underſtood his making 
them his myſtical Body and Blood; but by the 
officiating Prieſt's conlecrating them is "meant 
only, his performing thoſe Conditions, Rites 
and Means, which, are requiſite and a 
in order that the Elements may be duly cong 
Nats 2+! 1 | Crate , 


1 


crated, by the Power and Coticurrence of the 
bleſſed} Fein.. 5h ye; 


Now. then, I'll ar, Dy. 4 "_ 0 wy ; * Fo 
. rr ft, What the Lord Jeſuu did at the laſti 


tution of, this divine Myſtery in order to make 
the Bread and Wine his myſtical Body and Blood. 
And, * 1 5 14 


I. He did ſer. che Bread and Wine apart to 


be the. outward Parts of the bleſſed Sacramenr. 
2. Ile ſanctified the Bread and:Wige, 2 


made them the 8 ymbols 1 of his Body and. Blood 
by giving of Thanks to God the Fake — 
them. And ſo, 


3. He conſecrated cboſe 8 Symbols, and. LOR 


them his myſtical Body and. Blood by Acts of 


Thankſgiving, and by his divine, Word , ſaying 
of the Bread, This is my Body; and of the Cup, 
This is my Blood of the New Teſtament. 
I am to obſerve, - + 

Secondly, What Part his authoriz d Miniſters 
are to perform now, towards the Conſecration 
of the bleſſed een of the Body and Blood 


of Chriſt. 


Tis not to be thought char any mortal Man 
can by any Act or Prayer make the Bread and 
Wine the Body and Blood of Chriſti This muſt 
be the Work not of Man, but God; not of the 
officiating Prieſt, hut the divine Logos. W 

The learned Dr: Brett ſays admirably well, 
theſe words of Christ, | This is my Body, as 
ſpoken by him at the Time of inſtitution, not 


** 


£ 
as 
———— 
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. 
only made the Bread which he then bleſſed 
to be his Body, but have alſo made all Bread 
* which has been ſo bleſſed, according to his 
** Inſtitution, to be his Body ever ſince. Ter. 
„ zullian ſhews, that thoſe Words of Chrif# 
make the Bread, when rightly and duly conſe- 
e crated, to be the Body of Chr:#. Thoſe 
Words are the Word of God, and it is by the 
Word of God that whatever he has appointed 
or ordain'd, is ſanctified and conſecrated to 
us; but then it is by that Word ſpoken ori- 
* ginally by himſelf, and not as recited by Man: 
Thus for inſtance, every thing that is proper 
*« for Food is ſanctified for the Uſe of Man by 
the Word of God“: But then it is by the Word 
* of God as ſpoken by himfelf, and not as re- 
eited or pronounc'd by us, that this Sanctifi- 
cation is made. In the | 

1. place. The officiating Prieſt ſeparates the 
Bread and Wine from common Ulage. 
2. He ſanctifies them by Hymns and Forms 
of Praiſe, to be the Symbols of the Body and 
Blood of Chr:#? our Lord and Saviour. _ 
3. And becauſe theſe Symbols were at firſt 
made the Body and Blood of Chr:# by Acts of 
Thankſgiving, and his own conſecrating Word 
and Power: And are ſtill, by virtue of that ori- 
ginal Conſecration, the divine Word and Power, 
the divine Deſignation and Appointment of the 
adorable Ze/as, made the authentick Subſtitutes, 
the perfect Repreſentatives of his Body and 
Blood whenever we celebrate the Euchariſt ac- 


_—_— 


s Gen. 1. 29. ix, 2, 3. 
cording 


1 


cording to our Sayiour's Inſtitution: Therefore 
altho' the Prieſt does proceed farther, yet then 
he does not uſe his own, but only our Sayiour's 
Words, reciting the Words of Inſtitution : And 
by ſo doing, he ſhews by what Authority he 
acts, and by whom the Conſecration is perfect- 
ed: That by Commiſſion from Chriſt he per- 


forms. the Rites of the holy Eucharift, bur 1 


that it is the divine Word and Power of Chriſt 
which firſt made and ſtill makes the Elements 
his Body and Blood in a Myſtery. | 
The Eſſentialiſts giving an Account of the 
Conſecration of the euchariſtical Bread and Wine, 
begin where they ſhould end. The learned Au- 
thor of the Neceſ. there ſays*, the Repetition of 
the Words, This is my Body, by a commiſ- 
« fioned Perſon is an Authoritative Deputation 
of the Element to repreſent the Body of our 
Lord. a 
A. The principal thing which the Prieſt can 
do in this cafe, by the Authority committed to 
him, and in his own Words, is the ſanctifying 
the Elements by a Form of Thankſgiving, that 
they may become the Signs of Chris Body 
and Blood: Which this Gentleman might here 
have made a particular Head to have been in- 
ſiſted upon. The repeating of the Words of 
Inſtitution ſeem rather to be a Declaration, that 
upon his doing his Part, the Elements become 
the myſtical Body and Blood of Christ by vir- 
tue of our Saviour's original Conſecration®: It 
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7 Dr. B. D. . 74. The Nece/ p. 141. C Dr. B. D p. 70. 
a | being 


1 1 
being the * Acts of Separation and 
being the preceding render n the 
out ward and viſible Signs of the Body and Blood 
of, Chir ib. This Gentleman ſays, The Obla- 
tion ot. the Bread does, certainly detive upon 
« jt an higher degree of Sanctification. “ 
A I take this to be a Miſtake, becauſe the 
Elements ought to be ſanctiſied and] conlecrated 
before, they be offered up to Gd. 
He there adds, the Invocation of the Holy 
1 Spirit uuon the Creature thus offer'd, is with- 
out doubt the higheſt and: Laſt Act of Coule- 
« cration:” 
oP” The higheſt Act * 0g is not 
to be perform d by mortal Man, but the adora- 
ble Jeſus: Which is not enough conſider d by 
this Gentleman. And the laſt Act perform 'd 
by the officiating Miniſter is the recital of the 
Words of Inſtitution. The Scripture teaches no 
ſuch Doctrine as is here taught, and ſuch noti- 
ons as theſe make me to have a very il opinion 
of their infallible Rule of Tradition. | 
Here then I ſhall produce ſome Teſtimonies 
of the ancient Fathers, who do certify, that the 
imitive Chriſtians, when they conſecrated the 
Sacrament, Jaid ,the Elements upon the holy 
Altar, and ſanctiſied the Bread and Wine by 
adoring the Great God of Heaven, recounting 
his Favours and Bleſſings, acknowledging his 
Power and Goodnels, and praiſing him for the 
Creation of. the World, his good Providenẽèe 
over Mankind, and eſpecially tor rhe Redemp- 


tion of fallen Man by Gori Jeſus our wiel 
And 


* 
$4 


. 

And then breaking the Bread; they repeated the 
Words of Inſtitution, and that this finiſn'd the 
Conſecration: But ſtill teſtify ing that it was the 
bleſſed Jeſus alone who made the Bread and 
Wine * ſtical Body and Blood. 
And the Title Fuchoiſt every where receiv d 
ſhews that the Sacrament on the Miniſter's 
was conſecrated by an Act of Thankigiving. 
Says Dr. Brett*, the Ancients look d upon 
„the whole chankſpiving Prayer as making the 
„ Form of Conſecration, and therefore the 
called the Bread and Cup the Euchariſt,” whith 
I can't perſuade my ſelf they would babe done | 
if they had not judged" it to be conſecrated 
„with Thankſgiving. It would be very ablurd 
to call the Food the Euchariſt, (as Jaſtin 
Martyr does) that is, the Thankſgiving, if 
+ Praiſe and 'Thankigiving: was not us q ati the 
+, Conſecration of it.” in Marty? thall be 
the firſt Evidence that E:ſhall bring; but 1 {hall 
take the fame Liberty as Dt. Brett does, and 
make ſome little Alteration in Mr. Reever's 
Tranſlation of him. 

Says St. Juſtin, Alter this Believer is bop⸗ 
* 2 d. and ſo incorporated, or made one with 
us, we bring him to the Congregation of the 
„ Brethren; as we call them, and theh with 
great Feryency pour out our Souls in common 
6 Prayers both for our ſelves; for the Perſon 
+: baptiz d, and for all others all the World over. 
L 4 Ks being over, we ſalute each other with 
* A Kils; after this, Bread and a Cup of W Vater, 


n y Vol. r. p. 114. 
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and 
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*© and mixed Wine, are brought to the Preſident 
or Biſhop, which he takes, and offers u 
Prayers to the Father of all things, throug 
the Name of his Son and the Holy Spirit; 


and this Thankſgiving to God for vouchſafing 


us worthy. of theſe his Creatures, is a Prayer 
of more than ordinary Length. * When the 
*«. Biſhop has finiſh'd the Prayers and — 
ing, all the People preſent conclude wit 


4 


audible Voice, ſaying Amen. This Food we 


call Euchariſt: For we do not take this as 
common Bread, and common Wine ; bur as 
Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour was made Fleſh by 
the Logos of God, and had real Fleſh and 


Blood, for our Salvation, ſo are we taught 
that this Food, which, by the Prayer of the 
very ſame Logos who gave Thanks, [or con- 


ſecrated it by giving of Thanks] is turn'd in- 


to the Nouriſhment and Subſtance of our 


Fleſh and Blood, and is in ſome ſenſe the 
Fleſh and Blood of the incarnate 7eſur. For 
the Apoſtles, in their Commentaries called 


the Goſpels, have left this Command upon 
record, that Jeſus took Bread, and when he 


had given Thanks, he ſaid, do this in com- 


"memoration of me, for this is my Body. And 


in like manner, He took the wn and when 
— we given Thanks, be ſaid, this is my 


St. Jrenæus ſays , How is it manifeſt. to 


them that that Bread, over which Thanks has 
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« been given, is the Body of our Lord? And 
«« hen therefore the mixed Cup and the bro- 
. « ken Bread receives the Word of God, it is 
« made the Euchariſt of the Blood and Body of 
« Chriſt.” And Mr. John on confeſſes that 
by the Word of God he thinks is to be under- 
ſtood the Words of Inſtitution. Again ©, ** Chriſt 
fool the Bread, which is of the Creature, 
% and gave Thanks, ſaying, this is my Body; 
and likewiſe the Cup, which is of the ſame 
Creature, and profels'd it to be his Blood. 
Tertullian ſays *, ** Chriſt having taken the 
Bread, and diſtributed it to his Diſciples, he 
made it his Body, by ſaying, this is my 
„% Body. LON * 
Clemens Alexandrinus declares®, „That out 
Saviour taking Bread, firſt ſpake and gave 
* Thanks, then breaking that Bread, held it 
« forth, that we might eat it in a rational man- 
„ DET. 
St. Ambroſe in his Treatiſe de Sacram. * (or 
whoever was the Author thereof) put this Que- 
ſtion “ By whoſe Words and whoſe Speeches 
is the Confecration made?“ And then anſwers, 
Of the Lofd Jeſus For all choſe things which 
were ſaid before were ſpoken by the Prieſt, 
*« Praiſes were offer'd ro God, and Prayer was 
made for the People, for Kings and others; 
* but when the Prieſt comes to conſecrate the 
*« yenerable Sacrament, then he does not uſe 
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„his own Words, but he uſes. the Words of 
« Chriſt: Therefore the Word of Chriſi makes 
this Sacrament. , | | 
8. Chry/oſtom ſayss, The Prieſt fulfilling his 
Office, ſtands pronouncing thoſe Words, but 
*«. the Power and Grace is of God; that Word, 
% This 4s my. Body, &c. changes the Gifts laid 
« in open view; and as the Word that ſays 1. 
*<©\creaſe and multiply was but once pronounc'd, 
% but, is actually operative in our Nature ever 
«« ſince; ſo that Voice once pronounc'd has its 
Effects on the prepar'd Sacrifice, on every 
Table of the Churches, from that time to 
this, and till his own Advent. — 

Says St. Auguſtineb, I have told you, that 
* before Chriſts Words [of Inſtitution] what 
is offer'd is called Bread, but after the Pro- 
% nunciation of Chriſts Words is no longer 
„called Bread, but is named the Body. | 

* Says Dr. Brett, © This is not ſay ing that 
the Conſecration is perform'd by the recital 
„of thoſe Words alone. 5 

A. True. But it implies that thoſe Words 
conclude the Conſecra tion. 
This is the laſt Act of Conſecration on the 
Miniſter's part; and then the divine Words ori- 
ginally ſpoken by Chriſi Jeſus operate, and 
take effect, and ſo the Conſecration is perfeCted. 
After this the ' conſecrated Bread and Wine are 
ro, be. offer'd up to God, in obedience to out 
Saviour's Injunction; and then the ſacramental 
E Vid. Dr. B. D. p. 4. No ſuf, R. Pt, 2. P. 102. 
Pr. B. P. p. 180. | 
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and Blood of Chriſt are to be Sm 


15 5 e devout Communicants after his e 

The Eſſentialiſts contend vehemently that the | 
Elements ſhould be bleſſed. , They 3 2 
argue for the Invocation as part of the Inſtituti- 
on, as an eſſential Part of the Conſecration; 
and cry out,! does the Prieſt's laying, Chrift 
took Bread, bleſſed it, and brake it, W his 
own breaking and bleſſing ®? _, 

And yet theſe 8 themſelves never 
bleſs, . no nor ever once deſire God to bleſs the 
Bread and Wine before they oller them: up to 
God, 

Naw the Elements either are, or are ** con- 
ſecrated according to your new Office before. Ten 
offer them up to God. 

If they are not, then you Jo not offer up to 
God the e n Body and Blood of Chriſt, bur 
mere Bread and Wine: Then your. Sacrifice is 
not the Sacrifice of the ancient Chriſtian Church; 
is not that grand, pure, unbloody, foederal; rea- 

ſonable, ſpiritual, holy, divine, ; myſtical, and 
* tremendous Sacrifice of the primitive Fathers: 
Then the Sacrament which you. your-ſelves-arc 
to partake of is more perfect hap that Sacrifice 
which you offer to your God. 

If they be conſecrated, then tbey were ſandti- 
fied by Acts of Thankſgiving, and conſecrated 
upon the recital of the Words of Inſtitution: 

And this is what 1 nd for: And then # your 


ind. R. D. Pt. 2. 178 | The Neceſ. p. 1 
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1 
own Works condemn your ſelves, and all your 
Arguments about bleſſing them drop to the 
Ground, and ſo there is no occaſion for your 
Prayer of Invocation: So that if you have not 
a mind that the Prayers ſhould change places, 
you muſt quit your Oblation or Invocation. 
But Dr. Brett argues, that although our Sa- 
viour conſecrated the Elements before he did 
offer them, yet we ought not to pretend to 
adminiſter the Euchariſt exactly in the fame 
«« manner, and with the fame Form of Words 
our Saviour did. „ Te 
A. I am of an Opinion directly contrary to 
this, and think that his Example in this caſe 
ought to be followed before all other Precedents 
in the World: And ſince no Man can ſerve two 
_ Maſters, if then your Tradition does teach us 
to deviate from the imitable Example of the 
eternal Son of God, it ought utterly to be re- 
jected by all Chriſtians. _ - Ho We BY 
©" You violently preſs it upon us, that ſince it 
was a Cup mixed with Wine and Water which 
the Lord J7eſus did conſecrate when he in- 
ſtituted the holy Euchariſt, and ſince he has 
commanded us to do as he did, that therefore 
the Mixture is eſſential to the Euchariſt. If then 
the ſame Arguments are as concluſive againſt 
you, as for you, then I think. che Conſequence 
will be this, if then our Saviour did conſecrate 
the Bread and Wine before he did offer them, 
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and did command us to do as he did, therefore 
it is neceſſary that we ſnould conſecrate the Ele- 
ments before we offer them up to the great God 
of Heaven. TIO it 41 
Dr. Brett is alſo pleas'd to fay ?, that our Sa- 
viour, his Apoſtles, and the moſt ancient Fathers, 
were excecding cautions how they divulg'd the 
Myſteries of the bleſſed Euchariſt. 82 
A. But if they did divulge them, your Re- 
mark is to no purpoſe; if they did not, you 
have no certain means left of knowing them. 
But our Saviour's Command to his Apoſtles 
was?, Go ye and diſciple all Nations, teaching 
them to obſerve all things whatſoever I have 
commanded you. And St. Paul ſays 1 to the 
Elders gather'd together at Miletus, I kept back 
nothing that was profitable unto you, but have 
ſhewd you, and taught you publickly, and from 
Houſe to Houſe. Again, For ] have not ſhunned 
to declare unto you all the Counſel of God. © 
And the ſacred Scriptures are not fo obſcure 
and defective in this . as you ſuggeſt; for 
we have in the New Teſtament a large Account 
of all the Myſteries of the Euchariſt, and a di- 
ſtin& Account of all the neceſſary Parts of it. 
St. Juſtin Martyr publiſhed a noble, large, 
and particular Account of this bleſſed Sacrament. 
And altho' the primitive Chriſtians did (as 
Tertullian * declares) defend the moſt pious My- 
ſteries from the Approaches of the Stranger and 
Prophane, yet it is plain from Scripture and 
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ä 
the Apologies of the ancient Fathers, which 
were made publick, that all the eſſentially ne- 
ceſſary Parts of the holy Euchariſt were faffici. 
ently made known to all the World, Pagan as 
lass biff... th 
Dr. Brett fays*, and ſeems to take a pleaſure 
in ſaying, that we have not a greater, nor more 
early, nor more numerous, nor more univerſal 
Evidence for the Canon of the New Teſtament, 
than the Eſſentialiſts have for the four contro- 
verted Points; and if the Exidence they produce 
be not allow 'd ſuſſicient, then there can be no 
Evidence for the Canon of Scripture, or for 
«©: any one Practice of the Chriſtian Church; 
for the three firſt Centuries. ' 
Al. As to the Prayer of Invocation in parti. 
cular, I ſay, that it has no Foundation in Scri. 
pture, nor is it an apoſtolical Practice, nor has 
any one Paſſage been yet produc d wherein it 
has been expreſſly mention d in the authentick 
Writings of any one of the ante. Nicene Fathers; 
nor is there any thing in the Prayer, and Or: 
der wherein it is plac'd, to recommend it: The 
molt ancient Piece wherein it is found has been 
condemn'd by a Council, and it is à late and 
cCorrupt Interpolation in that Piece: It is a mo- 
dern Innovation of the declining Greek Church, 
and was never yet univerſally receiv'd. If then 
we had no more to ſay for the Canon of the 
New Teſtament, than you have to ſay for this 
Point, than we ſhould be no Traditors, tho' we 
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ſhould deliver up the ſacred Oracles to the Free- 
And now if this Prayer has no good Foun- 
dation in the New Teſtament, and really is an 


Interpolation in the Clementine Liturgy, then 


the Conſequences will be many, and fach as 
will mightily affect this Controverſy. For, 
Then this Point ought to be given up. 
Ihen it will not be prudent, nor ſafe, to rely 
upon Tradition as an infallible Rule. 
Then our Reformers (which theſe Gentlemen 
have ſo often perſtring d) are juſtiſied. 
| Then our Prayers (which they have ſo much 
condemn'd) are vindicated. - _ 4 
Then thoſe Divines are juſtified who have ap- 
peared in the Defence of our moſt excellent 


\ Liturgy. 


Then we may declare, that the moſt aticient 
Fathers have not conceal'd from us any of the 


important Doctrines relating to the Lord's Sup- 


Per. : ; | 462, — 
Then we may aver, that the holy Scriptures 
have fully and clearly diſcover'd to us all the 


meceſſary Parts of this Sacrament. 


And then we may chearfully follow the imi- 
table Example of the adorable 7e/as, when we 
celebrate the Euchariſt: Which is ſo call'd from 
the Act of Thankſgiving, by which the Bread 


and Wine are ſanctified. 


When therefore the Bread and Wine have been 
plac'd upon the Altar, and Praile and Glory have 
been aſcrib'd to God over the fame, and the 


| Words of Inſtitution have been repeated, they 


M are 
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are then conſecrated by virtue of the divine 
Word, and thankſgiving Prayer of Chriſt, by 
which they were at firſt made his myſtical Body 
and Blood: For as St. Ambroſe lays concerning 
the Bread, before it is conſecrated it is mere 
++ Bread, but after the Words of Chriſt have 
been added, it is the Body of Chriſi; and of 
« the Cup of Wine and Water, where the Words 
of Chriſt have co- operated, there it is made 
the Blood of Chriſt. ert. 

And then the Elements are endued with all 
that Power and Virtue which is neceſſary for 
the increaſing of Faith and Holineis in us, and 
for the nouriſhing of us up unto everlaſting Life 
and Happineſs. 

But that the Bread and Wine are made the my- 
ſtical Body and Blood of Chriſt by the ſecret O- 
peration and real Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt up- 
on them for that very purpoſe, this is what is 
not reveal'd, and therefore it is that which a new 
Revelation or future State only can diſcover to 
Us. 1 | 

The Elements being then conſecrated, are to 
be offer'd up to God as our continual Oblarionz 
and as our Plea for Pardon, Grace, and Salva- 
tion: And fo the Euchariſt is properly call'd 
our Chriſtian Sacrifice. 

And as the Lord's Supper is a Scal of the Co- 
venant of Grace, ſet to it, not by Man, but by 
the everliving God; ſo it is a Sacrament, the 
partaking whereof does lay us under the great- 
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e 
eſt Obligation to pay a .conſtant and uniyerſal 
Obedience to all the Laws of the Goſpel, * 5-1 

And as the Lord's Supper is an holy Com- 
munion, where, by partaking of a-Feaſt upon a 
_ Sacrifice, we do enjoy the higheſt Act of Com- 
munion with God as well as with one another; 
ſo it is a Sacrament, as that does ſignify, a vi- 
ſible ſign of ſpiritual Grace, and is a means 
whereby we receive the ſame; ſo that in the 
prepar d and worthy receiving thereof, there is 
imparted to us ſuch Meaſures of Grace, 7: e. fo 
much Aſſiſtance of God's Holy Spirit, as may 
enable us ſo to live here, that we may be happy 
eternally: And thus all the Ends of the Invoca- 
tion Prayer are anſwer d, and I think id an Ac- 
count more agreeable to the Words of Iuſtitu 
tion. [OL TE ll 218728171 
Ü believe that the conſecrated Bread and Wine 

are the myſtical Body and Blood of CHriſt, but 
to determine how they are ſo, is, I think, to 
explain a Myſtery. ae K 0 a 
In my Opinion we go as far as is ſafe and 
proper when we ſay, that the Bread and Wine 
were made the Body and Blood of Chriſi by our 
Saviour's thankſgiving Prayer and divine Word, 
ar firſt, and are ſtill ſo by virtue of our Savi- 
our's divine Conſecration, Deſignation and Sub- 
ſtitution, after an authentick Conſecration by a 
commiſſion'd Presbyter. Wherefore I think, 
That they who ſay that the conſecrated Bread 
is the Body of Chriſt only in a metaphorical 
Senſe, do really err. "TIw83.1 
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„That they who fay that the glorified Body 
and Blood of Chriſt are united to the Bread and 
Wine in the Euchariſt, do greatly err. 
That they who ſay that the Bread and Wine 
in the Lord's Supper are really chang'd into the 
very Body and Blood of CHriſt, do milcrably 
and that they who ſay that the ſacramental 
Bread and Wine are made the myſtical Body and 
Blood of Chriſt in the Euchariſt, by the Deſcent 
of the Holy Ghoſt upon them to make them 
o, do ſtrangely err. FE ene DIY A dark 
It temains now that I ſhould give you my 
Thoughts about a 1 
Tbe Mixture. reer ng 
Faviag faid fo much in Vindication of our 
Prayers, I ſhall ſay ſomething of the Rubricks. 
„ ſhould have lik'd your Alteration of the Ru- 
brick, before the Prayer for the whole State of 
Chriſt's Church, better, if you had only order'd 
that the Wine ſhould be mixed with Water up- 
on Good Friday, and upon the Sundays next 
after Mia ſummer- Day, and Michaelmas, on 
purpoſe thus to ſhew the Lord's Death, and ſo 
much Conformity to the Practice of the primi- 
tive Church. But I ſhall not approve of hat 
the Eſſentialiſts have done till I'm better ſatis- 
fied! of the Eſſentiality and Neceſſity of the 
Mixture: And they would not have diſpleas d me 
much if they had pleaded for ſome new Rubricks 
to havecheen adged in ſome few Places in our 
Liturgy. #089! 0h ide? 
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But here I ſpeak under Correction, and with 
entire Submiſſion to the Wiſdom and Autherity 
of our Superior s. 8 | Fenn 
I know what ill uſe theſe Gentlemen make ef 


But we do not be 


Author of the-Nece/*. EI V9 144 5569724 
Theſe Divines had gain'd more Proſelytes to 
their Opinion, had they only recommended tie 
Mixture as agreeable to the ancient and cohri- 
nued Practice of the Church, rather than as whac 
is abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, the neglect 
whereof does affect the Vitals of Religion, de- 
ſtroy the Eſſence of the Sacrament, and cut off 
the Communication with Heaven). For ſince 
the Scripture has ſaid fo littie about this Point, 
we cannot eaſily thiak that it is ſo abſolutely 

neceſſary to Salvation. 7 35 18 Ne af 
Hut theſe learned Perſons lily inſinuate that 

r depreciating the Evidences 

and Teftimonies of the ancient Fathers, do un- 

dermine the facred and inviolable Authority of 
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the holy Scriptures, ſtrike at the eternal Dictates 
of infinite Wiſdom, invalidate all the Benefits of 
divine Revelation, and remove the Foundation 
of Chriſtianity-. 
This is a diſmal Charge; but this is our Com- 
fort, it is not juſt: This indeed would have been 
a piece of Rhetorick of the florid and ſublime 
Kind, but that it has no Truth for its Founda- 
tion. * | 

And that they may be eaſy, and not run into 
ſuch violent Heats, and extravagant Expreſſions, 
Laſſure them that we allow all the Evidences 
they produce, and moreover aſſert the Scriptures 
to be Records from the beginning: We receive 
the Teſtimonies of the Fathers with as much De- 
ference as they do, and as entirely rely upon the 
ame, fo far as relates to the Time they flouriſh'd 
in; yet this does not hinder but that we may con- 
ſider the Weight and Force of the Arguments they 
alledge to ſupport their Opinions : This does not 
Hinder but that we may make a juſt Uſe of our 
own Reaſon; for right Reaſon is, and always 
Was, and always will be, uſeful in Matters of Re- 
Tigion. Amro = 

a We receive the Teſtimonies of the Fathers, as 
to Matters of Fact in their own Days, without 
Scruple, but our Reaſon will not allow us to af. 
firm that they were never out in Matters of O- 
pinion: And whoever reads the moſt ancient Fa- 
thers, muſt own, if he will ſpeak the Truth, that 
their Arguments are not always concluding, no 
more than thoſe of our modern Writers. 
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And if I may be allow'd to paſs my Judgment 
upon the Reaſonings of the ancient Fathers, 
much more upon the Arguments of the Eſſen- 
tialiſts, I ſhall make my Remarks upon what they 
fay in the Caſe before us, and judge by the Rules 
before ſpecified. 5 5 
They poſitively averr, that Water is of the 
Subſtance, Matter, and Eſſence of the Sacra - 
maQ” 
Here then I declare that it is abſolutely cer- 
tain from Scripture that Wine was that which 
was contain'd in the Cup inſtituted by our Savi- 
our; but that it is not certain from Scripture that 
Water was an eſſential Part of that Ingredient 
it did contain. 1 | 
A very great Man is poſitive*, that there is 


no Precept in Scripture enjoining the Wine; that 


it is the Cup, which was mixed, that is com- 
manded: And then he asks, what Evidence 
can we have for the Neceſſity of one part of the 


Mixture, which will not prove the Neceſſity of 


the other ? 33 | 

A. This is aſtoniſhing: But T affirm, that 
that which was contain'd in this Cup, our God 
and Saviour calls the Fruit of the Vineb. Now 
it is as certain as any thing in the World, that 
Wine is the Fruit of the Vine, but it is not cer- 
tain that that Phraſe does neceſſarily ſignify Wine 
abated with Water: So that the ſacred Scriptures 


do plainly imply the Neceſſity of the Wine, but 


not of the other part of the Mixture. 
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Nor do the primitive Fathers with one Con. 
ſent declare that Water is of the Eſſence of the 
bleſſed Euchariſt ; but rather ſeem to be of a quite 
different Opinion, whilſt they unanimouſly pro- 
ſeſs that it is the Wine that does repreſent the 
Blood of Chriſi Jeſus our Redeemer. | 

The Eſſentialiſts ſay, from the Cemara of the 
Talmud, that the Fews called unmixed Wine 
the Fruit of the Tree, bur diluted Wine, the 
Fruit of the Vine®. And therefore our Saviour 
uſing the Jewiſh Phraſeology, by the Fruit of 
the Vine, did mean Wine mixed with Water. 

A. What the Gemara calls the Fruit of the 
Vine, St. Ireuæus calls the Fruit of the Wood 
of the Vine, ſo that that Diſtinction does not 
ſeem to have prevail'd in /renzus's Time. 

Mr. Wag ſtaſſe ſayst, that [renzus was neither 
a Jew, nor wrote to the Jews, nor was there 
any neceſſity that he ſhould accommodate him- 
ſelf to their Idioms. | 

A. Burt he was a judicious and pious Chriſtian, 
and might underſtand and know how to apply 
the Forms of Speech uſed by our Saviour. 

But that Gentleman urgess, that the Words 
of that Saint are not, the Fruit of the Wood of 
the Tree, but the Wood of the Tree, which 
does fructify. 

A. But I think that makes no om difterence 
in the Reaſonings from that Paſſage. 
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Beſides, Clem. Alexandrinus h declates, that 
the Scripture calls the b 5 N Wen Sym- 
bol of the holy Blood. 

Tertullian ſays, that ir was Wine which 
our Saviour coniecunel for the Commemorati- 
on of his Blood. 

St. Oprian is expreſs, Pr ſeveral times con- 
firms this Notion kl. When Chri/t ſaid, I am the 
true ine, the Blood of Chrift (as he there de- 
clares) certainly is not Water bur Wine: And 
Noah (ſays he) being herein a Type of what 
has ſince come to paſs, dran not Water but 
Wine, and thereby exhibited to us a 2 25 "igure of 
our Saviour's Paſſion.” '. 

Again, And who, Ipra "OP is more pro- 

*« perly and truly a Prieſt: of the moſt h _ God 
„ than our Lord Jeſus Chrif#? Who offer d u 
a Sacrifice to his Father, the very fame Which 
Melchi ſeder had offer d before bim. 7. e. Bread 
„and Wine, which were his own Body and 
Blood.“ And! Cbriſt Jeſus calls the Wine 
preſs d out of many Cluſters and Grapes, and 
forced together into one Body, his Blood. 

And as Mr. Drake. obſerves, and fays®, 
St. Cyprian declares, that if either, Water rather 
is to be omitted in the Sacrifices which we offer 
to the Lord®. From whence it will follow, that 
in the Judgment of that Martyr, the Water is 
not of the Eſſence of the ſacramental Cup; for 
then it ought no mort to be omitted than the 
Wine there being no » Degrees of Efſentiality. 
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And the following Paſſage, taken out of Eu- 
ſebius e, is very much to the Purpoſe ; ** Like 
as he who was the Prieſt of the Nations never 
<« dilcharg'd his Office with corporeal Sacrifices, 
but with Wine only and Bread, when he 
*« bleſſed Abraham: So, truly, our Lord and 
Saviour firſt, and afterwards the Prieſts, in all 
*« Nations, who have their Riſe from him, ex- 
erciſing the ſpiritual Function, according to 
A the eccleſiaſtical Sanctions, repreſent with 
Wine and Bread the Myſteries of his Body 
and ſalutary Blood; which Myſteries wu 
© Metchiſedec by the divine Spirit beforeha 
++ knew, and uſed the Repreſentations of future 
** Things, as alſo Moſes teſtifies in the facred 
** Scripture, where he ſays, and Melchiſedec, 
45 7 of Salem, brought forth Bread and 
e eln 0 
St. Chry/oſtom? declares tat when our Savi- 
our deliver d the Myſteries, he deliver'd Wine, 
* and when after his Reſurrection he ſpread an 
f© ordinary Table without the Myſteries, | be 
ks gage uſe of Wine, he ſays. of the Fruit of 
the Vine: But the Vine produces Wine, not 
** AFater 7, * 7 . at 
JI 0o this it is objected, that St. Chryſoſtom or- 
der d, that Water ſhould be mixed with the 
** facramental Wine, to repreſent the Blood and 
Water which flowed from our Saviout's Side. 
A, Yet ſtill he is expreſs, that it is the Wine 
only that repreſents the Blood of Chriſt: And 1 
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take nothing to be an eſſential part of the Cup 
but what is to repreſent the Blood of Chriſi: 
And according to the Words of Inſtitution, no- 
thing more is requir'd but that this Blood ſhould 
be repreſented by the Cup. Our Saviour neither 
commands that the Water thar flowed from his 
Side, nor that the People ſhould be repreſented 
in the holy Euchariſt: So that we do not lie 


under a Neceſſity or Obligation to have either 


the one or the other repreſented in the Lord's 
Supper. We deny then the Eſſentiality of the 
Water, becauſe this cannot be made out either 
from the New Teſtament, or the Writings of 
the primitive Biſhops. | ODIN 
Bur we mult ſuppo 
will conclude that this Point muſt be given up 
when they have clearly prov'd that it is abfo- 
lately neceſſary that the Wine ſhould be mixed 
with Water in the facramental Cup. 3 


They take the Water to be a neceſſary part 
of the Cup: I think the Mixture was only an 


accidental Thing at firſt*. | 

Now I take it for granted, that inthe Eaſtern hot 
Countries People commonly drank dilated Wine; 
and it is not impoſſible that when our Saviour 
did inſtitute the holy Communion, he did make 
ule of a Cup mixed beforehand, not for the holy 
Euchariſt, but for the Paſſover only ; And it is 
manifeſt that the ancient Fathers uſed mixed Wine 
when they celebrated the bleſſed Euchariſt; bur 
then I ſuppoſe that it was only an accidental 
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thing if our Saviour did make uſe of diluted 
Wine; for it does not appear that our Saviour 
did take Wine and Water, or any one ſor him, 
and then mix them in order to the following In- 
ſtitution, and then conſecrate them; but only 
that he made uſe of ſuch a Cup as was com- 
monly prepar'd for the Feaſt of the Paſſover: 
Upon this Suppoſition our Saviour made uſe of 
ſuch Wine as was commonly uſed in thoſe hot 
Countries, and we accordingly uſe ſuch Wine 
as is commonly made ule of in theſe cold Ci. 
mates. 25 | 

But our Adverſaries undertake to prove from 
Scripture the Neceſſity of the Mixtures, Their 
Argument runs thus. 

Our Saviour conſecrated the Cup when he in- 
ſtituted the Sacrament: That which was con- 
tain'd in that Cup was, he himſelf declares, he 
Fruit of the Vine, and the Fruit of the Vine, ac- 
cording to the Language of the Fews, ſignifies 
Wine that has a little Water mixed with it: And 
the primitive Chriſtians always making uſe of di- 
realy Wine, this alſo farther argues that our Sa- 
viour did ſo too. And fince the holy 7eſus eſta- 
bliſh'd the Euchariſt upon a Reſemblance with 
the paſchal Solemnity, therefore when-our-Lord 
Feſus lays, do this, &c. he commands. the Mix- 
ture; and ſo this does infer the abſolute Neceſ- 
ſity of this PraQtice*. | 8p 

But methinks this Deduction is not clear and 
evident enough to demonſtrate ſuch a Neceſſity. 


— — 


's Def. R. p. 28, 29. Dr. B. T. p. 192, 195. 


The 


IC 


[93 ] 


The Water was no neceſſary Ingredient in the 


paſchal Cup, and therefore although the Eucha- 


riſt were inſtituted in Reſemblance to the paſchal 


Solemnity, yet it might not be a neceſſary part 


of the euchariſtical Cup. F 
There is no Precept at all for a Cup in the 
paſchal Feaſt, it was purely a Jewiſh Inſtituti- 


on: So that the Mixture there would not be ne- 


ceſſary: Nor did the bleſſed Jeſus, no, nor any 
one for him, mix the Cup for the ſake of the 
Euchariſt : Nor did he, or any of the bleſſed A- 
poſtles, enjoin this Mixture. And ſince the Wa- 
ter is not eſſential, neither then can it be neceſ- 
fary, ſince the Words, do this, &c. cannot rea- 
ſonably be ſuppos d to command the Mixture; 


for it cannot eaſily be thought that our Savious 


did command us thereby to do what neither he 
nor his Apoſtles did do. N | 
But if this Neceſſity be not evident enough 
from Scripture, Dr. Brett poſitively. ayerrs*, 
„Whatever appears to be the Will of Chrift, 
and to have been taught by himſelf, or his A- 
poſtles, we are oblig d to believe and prattiſe 
according thereto: And therefore we are 
oblig d to believe and practiſe whatever is con- 
tain'd in the New Teſtament. But for as much 
as the Scriptures of the New Teſtament do 
*« teſtify that the Chriſtian Religion was at firſt 
e deliver'd by Tradition, and that we are as 
much oblig'd to obſerve what we find to have 
been fo deliver'd, as what we find to have 
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been written by the. Apoſtles; and theſe Scri- 
0 * do no where teach that all things taught 
1% by our Saviour and his Apoſtles as neceſſary 
**. to Saluation are there collected and recorded, 
«« it evidently follows, that where we have cer- 
*« tain and undoubted Teſtimony of any thing's 

* being deliver d by the Apoſtles as neceſſary 
to be practis d, we are as much oblig d to pra- 
« ctiſe accordingly as if we were requir d to do 
« ſo by any Text of Scripture: And whatever 
«* has Antiquity, Univerſality, and Conſent, has 
fuch certain and undoubted Teſtimony. @_ 
A. You have no ſuch Certainty for the Points 
in diſpute, - and ſo all this fine. Reaſoning falls 
to the Ground: And I have already prov'd that 
he three former Points want Antiquity. 
It is my Opinion that praying for the Dead 
began between the Time wherein Juſtin Mar- 
Hr flouriſh'd, and that wherein Tertullian wrote, 
and then it will follow that a Practice may be 
of above fifteen hundred V ears ſtanding, and yet 
not neceſſary. 7 

And you cannot prove any Tradition to be 
apoſtolical which has not a good Foundation in 
Scripture: And therefore to make any ſuch hu- 
mane and undoubtedly fallible Tradition the 
Baſis not only of what is neceſſary to be pra- 
Ciis d, bur beller dd in order to Salvation, is to 

. pave a way that leads directly from our Sion, 
and tends to unſettle the Foundation of our holy 
Religion. | | 

What is matter of Faith muſt not reſt upon 
ſuch a Tradition, but muſt ſtand upon _— 
| Teſti- 
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Teſtimony, and muſt be ulrimately reſolyed i in- 
to divine written Revelarion, | 

You ſay we are commanded ro adhere to a- 
rellen radition s. 
A But you have not yet evidentliy 5 v'd 
that the Points you contend for are really apo- 
ſtolical Traditions ; make that out, and you 

may command our Submiſſion. 1 

| Indeed when the Goſpel began to be preich'd, 
and before all the Books of the New Teſtament 
were Written, it was the Felicity of the firſt Be- 
lievers, that they had the infallible Directions 
of the inſp ir d Apoſtles to lead them into all 
Truth. Bur now the New Teſtament is compleat- 
ed, and the Apoſtles are received into Heaven, 
and are ſucceeded by uninſpir'd Guides, it is our 
Happineſs, that we have a divine written Reve- 
lation to diregt us in all things that are neceſſary 
to Salvation, and are not lefr to the uncertain 
Conveyance of a fallible Tradition. 
And I think that it has been already proved 
that the ſacred Oracles are a complete Rule dock 
of Faith and Manners: And then it will follow, 
that we do obſerve that apoſtolical Injunction, 
in obeying the divine Revelation, wherein are 
contain d all thoſe Traditions which we are in- 
diſpenſably oblig'd to adhere to. 

he Eſſentialiſts delight to ſay *, that we have 

nothing but Tradition to depend upon, to cer- 
tify us which are the canonical Books of the Old 


* ** Teltdnient. 
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uz Theſſ. ii. 15. and iii. 6, * Dr. B. T. Pt. 1. p. 185. 
«© That 


» 


ä 
40 That where the! Tradition for Chriſtian 
« Worſhip is equally early and general with 


that which vouches ſome part of the Canon 


of the New Teſtament, there the Ground and 
Original of ſuch Worſhip muſt be allow d the 
« ſame Credit; for where the Atteſtation is e- 
«« qual, the Authority muſt be ſo too. 
A. But you have not ſo good Eyidence for 
the Points in diſpute, as we have for the Canon 
of the New Teſtament : And one would think 
that the Tradition that does aſſure us which are 
the inſpired Books of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, had a good Foundation in Scripture: 
When the Scriptures themſelves are that which 
is tranſmitted down to us by that Tradition, and 
have in them very many internal, and thoſe con- 
vincing Evidences of their own divine Original, 
and Worth, and Authority. And the Books of 
the New Teſtament are not divine Records be- 
cauſe they are in the Canon, but they were re- 
ceiv d into the Canon becauſe they were written 
by divine Inſpiration, and tranſmitted down as 


ſuch from the Days of the Apoſtles to the very 


Time when they were receiv'd into the Canon. 
But you cannot prove that your four Points have 
any real Foundation in Scripture, and were cer- 
tainly conveyed down through the three firſt 
Centuries as Traditions truly apoſtolical. 
And the Canon of Scripture was drawn up by 
competent Authority in the firſt Ages of the 
Chriſtian Church, that apocryphal Books might 
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not be ipdſed; upbb Poſtericy faſtead of Books 
written by divine Inſpiration: But no ſuch ge- 
nuine Catalogues of apoſtolical Traditions have. 
been fo, made, and fo carefully tranfmitted down 
to our Days, free from any horrid Corrüpkiogs 

And as ſeveral Martyrs have given in their E. 
vidence for the 73 Authority and Perfection 
of the ſacred and infallible” Scriptures, by ſacri. 
ficing their Lives rather than Their Bibles: 80 1 
believe that the good Providence of God has 
been concern'd to preſerve the ſacred and cano- 
nical Scriptures from any fatal or dangerous Cor- 
ruptions or Interpolations, by any | Alteration 
made in them, 'or any Addition to, or Defalca- 
tion of, the ſacred Oracles : But ſo much cannot 
be faid for the Points in Controverly.” 
Moreover, it does no more of Neceſſity fol- 
low that we ought to receive thoſe” Parts of di- 
vine Worſhip which you contend for, becauſe 
you haye as early an t vidence for the Practice 
of them, as we have for the Canon *: No more 
than we areneceſſarily oblig'dto believe the Books 
of the New Teſtament to be divinely inſpired, 
becauſe” we find them in the Canon of Scrip- 
we. | va | 

We do not believe the Scriptures to be the 
Word of God upon the Evidence of Tradition 
oY; but upon farther Conſidetations and Rea- 
'. ' - "hs 0m 

The Teſtimony of the Church does no more 
than put us as it were in the Place, Cate, and 
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* Dr. B. f. P. p. £19, | 
O Circum- 
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Circumſtances, of-thoſe wha. heard our Saviour 
and his Apoſtles *publiſh"the” glad Tydings of 
Salvation, and faw chem confirm their Doctrines 
dy dieine Miracles, But this did not make all 
uch Believers, but their being convinc'd upon 
2 ftrict Examination I Doctrines were 
heavenly and divine, and that the Credentials of 
_ Craft aud bis Apoſtles were ſuch as did demon- Il 
ſtrate that they had a divine Commiſſion to pub- l 
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*, 
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22 liſh the ſame. . of N 1 | 0 
Thos humane Teſtimony is a primary Mo. Ill 
tive inclining us to believe _thar the holy Bible 5 
does contain the reveabd Will of God, and we 
believe the Teſtimony of the Church which does 
certify that ſuch ſacred Truths were revealed, 
and ſuch aſtoniſhing Miracles were wrought to 
convince Mankind of the divine Original and 
Authority of thoſe important Truths. But then 


we do not reſt upon chat moral Aſſurance, not I * 
with an hiſtorical Faith only; bur diligently con- 
ſider the ſubject Matter of the holy Scriptures, I 0. 
and religiouſly weigh in the Scales of the Sanc· 5 
tuary the internal Characters, and evident ex. en 


ternal miraculous Confirmations of their divine 
Verity; and then our moral Certainty does pre- . 
{ently advance into a divine and infallible Faith, 4 
which is ultimately reſolved into the Veracity WW x; 
of God, and his divine and undoubted Teſti- W 
mony : So our Faith is built upon the Aſſurance 
that the Scriptures are the Revelation of God, 
which is yaſtly more ſure than the univerſal Tra · WW 67 
dition of all Mankind. 9 
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Nor ought, the Effets 


Scripture ; unleſs they can give farther, and thoſe 
ſubſtantial Reaſons. to convince Mankind that 
the Points in Ak 

by the holy Fe/#s or his bleſſed Apoſtles. 

I proceed 
mane Authorities they affirm that it is neceſſary 
Water. + | 

And many Teſtimonies they produce for the 
ancient Uſe of the Mixture, but all of them do 
not aſſert the Neceſſity of it. 5 

The firſt Teſtimony they produce is taken 
out of Juſtin Martyr's fam d and moſt admira- 
ble Apology *: And the Authority of that anci- 
ent and holy Martyr is Evidence enough that 
in his time 4 
Celebration of the bleſſed Sacrament; but he 


that the euchariſtical Wine ſhould be mixed with 


does not ſo much as mention the Eſſentiality or 


Neceſſity of the Mixture. | 
St. Ireneus * ſpeaks of our Saviour's Tempe- 
rament of the Cup, but he does not in the leaft 


ſay that the Mixture is of the Eſſence of the 


Sacrament, or abſolutely neceſſary. 


tro. 3 — 
— a 


2 Reaf, 5. 1,2. L. 4. and L. 3. * 
I'S r 


—{ uw, 


iſts ro conclude-thar” © 
che Points they plead for are therefore Sent! 
Parts of the Worſhip of God, andablolutelyne-" 
ceſſary to Salvation, only becaule they can pup 3 
duce the expreſs Eyidence of the ancient Fathers, 
that they were uſed by the primitive Chriſtians 
in their divine Service, before ſome Books of che 
New Teſtament were receiv'd into the Canon of 


e were Duties requir'd eicher 


therefore to conſider upon what hu- 


lated Wine was made ule of at the 


= ery wr » 
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JJ ras.) 
Dr. Brett. obſer ves that in the Clementin- 
"WE, *Eirurgy the Mixture is particularly expreſſed in 
tte recital of the Words of Inſtitution, thus, 
© + Lebewiſe alſo mixing the Cup with Wine and 
n Water, and bleſſing it, he gave it to them, &c. 
But here this Liturgy is defective; for neither 
is our Saviour's Bleſſing recited, as the Eſſentia. 
Aifts would have it: Indeed there is the Word 
 ""#leſſed in Dr. Brett's Tranſlation, but in the 0. 
Tiginal it is /and7ifyzng. Nor is our Lord's giy. 
ing of Thanks here mentioned as St. Cyprian in. 
terprets the Words of Inſtitution !. 
And it is redundant; for mixing the Cup with 
Wine and Water is neither in the inſpired Wri- 
rings, nor in St. Juſtin Martyr. Indeed St. . 
_  - przan is of an Opinion that our Saviour mixed 
p the Cup; but then I think it was his Zeal 2. 
gainſt the ſcandalous Practice of the Aquarian. 
that made him to carry this Point too far. 

I preſume therefore that the aforeſaid Paſſage 
in the Clementine Liturgy is a ſpurious and cor 
rupt Addition. | 

Dr. Brett is diſpleas'd f becauſe we think that 
Juſtin Martyr's Cup of Water and Mixture is 
a difficult Paſſage; ' and yer I think that he is 
not ſatisfied with his own Explanation of its. 

I fanſy that the Water was to waſh the wed 

Hands. And St. Cyri/ of Jeruſalem, in hi 
Myſtagogical Catechiſm", informs us that at the 
Euchariſt the Deacon held Water to the Biſhop, 
and the Presbyters, to waſh their Hands, and 
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ne . that their waſhing of their Hands was to ſignify, 4 / 


in that we ought to be cleanſed from all our Sins 
15, and Iniquities: So the bleſſed David going to 
% © Handle the holy Myſteries, ſays , I will waſp 
my Hands in Innocency, O Lord, and fo will 
et ine Ss ol 
a. But Dr. Brett ſays, that the Water was to 
rd be added to the mixed Wine in the fight of the 
0. People, that they might be aſſur' d they had 
= , not pure, but mixed Wine.” And he produces 
1. this Paſſage out of Juſtin Martyr to ſhew how 
8 exactly this agrees with the Clementine Liturgy): 
th And ſo argues, thatgythe Tradition of Chriſts 
ri mixing the Cup with Wine and Water, in the 
y- Clementine Liturgy, was a Tradition as old as 
ed Fuſtin's Days, and conſequently, apoſtolical ; 
: Since at that time they added Water to the 
Ms Kezua, and the Martyr tells us, that this is 
«« agreeable to what the Apoſtles had taught, 
ge and what Chriſt had commanded. If you in- 
1 fiſt upon this, your Cauſe will ſuffer by it; for 
then all your Arguments from the patches be- 
ut ing a mixed, Cup fall to the Ground; for that 
is was not enough, unleſs our Saviour mixed the 
i Wine with Water, in the ſight of his Apoſtles. 
But if Juſtin Martyr's pure Water was to 
vl waſh the Prieſt's Hands, then methinks the C/z- il 
hi mentine Liturgy is interpolated, and St. Cyprian» Wl 
he was miſtaken when he ſaid that Chrift Je ſus did 
Þ mix Water with the cuchariſtical Wine. 
7 i Pſa). xxii. 6, 4 Dr, B. C. L. p. 149. I pr. B. D. 
D. p. 99, loo. 


Wherefore, 


- [ 102 J 5 
; ' - Wherefore, ſuch a tottering Tradition ſhall be 
no infallible Rule with me. wall of 
But Clem. Alexand. fays, that our Saviour 
.enjoin'd the Mixture. | 4s 
And Sr. Cyprian is poſitive", that our Savi- 
dur's Commandment was, that the euchariſtical 
Wine ſhould be mixed with Water. Bur yer 
Perſons fo eminent for Learning and Wiſdom, 
for Virtue and Piety, might be miſtaken, and ad- 
vance a common Cuſtom into a neceſſary dury. 
And as an excellent divine has oblerv'd*, 
St. Cyprian plainly intimates that ſome of the 
. Biſhops, who by the Gf ee of God were then 
ſet over the ſeveral Churches of the World, did 
not hold this Tradition ?: And that as ſome of 
his Predeceſſors were fo far from holding the 
Neceſſity of the Mixture, that they had omit- 
ted the Wine, the principal Ingredient of the 
Cup: So by theſe his Words, Qui nunc 2 Deo 
admoniti & inſlructi ſumus] Now we are ad- 
moniſbed and inſtructed of God, he ſeems to have 
reſort unto Viſions, and to acknowledge that even 
he himſelf had not always held the Neceſſity of 
the Mixture; and he evidently ſhews that this 
Doctrine was not then generally receiv'd amongſt 
the Biſhops in Communion with him, when at 
the end of the Epiſtle, he ſays, and of this let 
us write to our fellow Biſhops, that ſo the evan- 


| N gelical Law, and our Lord's Tradition, may be 


obſerv d every where, without the leaſt Depar- 
ture from Chriſt's Example and Inſtruction. 
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| [ 103 ] 0 
But it is urg d that St. Cypraan © has the 
« Concurrence of Fathers that lived before 
T 8 | 
And yet there is but one produc'd aſſerti 
the Neceſſity of it before eh | Fm 
It is added, that he had the Conſent of the 
Church of his own T ime.” And yet both he 
and his Collegues ſeem to be but admoniſh'd of 
it about the Time of his Writing: So that it does 
not certainly appear that it was then a general 
and unconteſted Doctrine. | 
Wherefore according. to the two Rules I de- 
ſign'd to be guided bn this Enquiry, I pre- 
ſame that I may declare, that ſince the Eſſentia- 
lity and Neceſfiry of the Mixture has no ſuffici- 
ent Foundation in the New Teſtament, nor was 
tranſmitted down to St. Cyprian by an apoſtoli- 
cal, uninterrupted and univerſal Tradition, there- 
fore that it is not to be eſteem'd abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation. But it is farther affirm'd, 
that over and above all this, St. Cyprian's Judg- 
ment is ratified, by the aniuterrupted Practice 
of one thouſand five hundred Tears. And here. 
the Eſſentialiſts quote the Authorities of very 
many ancient Liturgies. 17791 
To this I ſay, that che Authors of them are 
not all known, and the Pieces of them are ſo 
miſerably interpolated, that thoſe Liturgies of 
themſelves are of no Authority at all 
They alſo produce, beſides the Teſtimonies 
of many Fathers, the Decrees of ſeveral Coun- 
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Fay - 
ils, and, 1 bad almoſt aid, the Armies of the 
living God“ 


A. Firſt,” Had the Thing Ren commanded 


by our Church, I would have ſubmitted. 

Secondly, Altho' this is very ſolemn) and even 
commands due Reverence, yer I preſume that 
one may truly and juſtly ſay, that if this Opi- 
nion had not ohtain 0 when Sr. Cyprian wrote, 
the three Marks of an indiſputable Verity, name- 
ly, 2 Univerſality and Conſent, (as I 
am perſuaded it had not) then it could not ac- 

ire them aſterwards. e 

But ſtill, although tie Eſſ⸗ crtialifts conld Fiore 
the Neceſfiry of the Mixture, yet they would 
not thereby be juſtified; for they might have 
mixed their euchariſtical Wine with Water, and 
ſo prevented a Schiſm. 

Bur Dr. Brett could not receive the Commu- 
nion at the Hands of thoſe who refus'd him that 


eſſential Part thereof, namely, a Cup mixed with 
Wine and Water. 


Reply. Here was nothing eequir'd that was 


ſinful, and theſe Gentlemen might have been 


conniv'd at in making up all ſuppoſed Defects; 


I think therefore that they will never be able to 


=. prove from Scripture and the conſentient Teſti- 


mony of the primitive Fathers, that ſuch a Scru- 
ple will juſtify ſuch a ä But to come 
to a Conclaſion. 
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reed OL SOLSYSL cO5ec PICKLE 
CONCLUSTON. 

T is my Opinion that our euchariſtical Ser- 
vice is more agreeable to the divine Inſtitu- 
tion, more: conſonant to the expreſs Doctrines 
of the moſt ancient Fathers, more methodical, 
more direct, and more free from Confuſion, 
than that of the Eſſentialiſts; and therefore, that 
they ought rather to have hleſſed God that our 
Reformation was ſo perfect M it is, every thing 
confider'd, than by a deplorable Schiſm, to have 
done the Church the greateſt Miſchief poſſible. 

And if any Perſons ſhall be diſpos'd to take 
notice of this Performance, I deſire that they 
would ſpeak plainly and directly to the main 


Points in diſpute. | 8 
That they would directly and poſitively affirm, 


or deny, that the Scriptures are a complete and 


perfect Rule to us in all Matters abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary. 5 ” 1 
That they would plainly and expreſſly tell 
us, that Tradition alone is a clear and infallible 
Rule, which does teach us ſome eſſential Parts 
of Chriſtianity, not revealed in the New Teſta- 
ment; or ingenuouſly own that it is only an 
_— means of underſtanding the divine O- 

racles, | 
That they wou'd give up the Cauſe, or elſe 
fully make it out that altho we already have a 
Prayer for the Dead in a proper Office, yet it 4 
P _ 0 
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75 | [ 106 
ſo abſolutely neceſſary that ſuch a Prayer ſhoulg 
be made part of the euchariſtical Service, that ii IR 
| is better to make a Schiſm than to be with. 
out ir. I, i 88 
That they would either yield up the Point, WA 
or elſe plainly aſſert, and clearly make out, that 
although we are agreed that the Euchariſt is a Wth 
commemorative Sacrifice, and is made ſo by ug Wi 
by an Act of Oblation in its proper place, yet Wa 
that the want of a Prayer of Oblation is ſuch a EI 
= - Defce, that it is worth the While to rend the 
= 2 into pieces in order to introduce the I 
That they would affirm and maintain that the 
Prayer of Invocation is really neceſſary in the 
Order that they have plac'd it; or fairly to ac. 
- Knowledge that their infallible Rule has deceiy'd 
them. MET LS | 
That they would aſſert and prove that an in- 
diſpenſable Neceſſity lay upon them, (tho' they 
knew that a fearful Schiſm would be the Conſe- 
quence of it) to make a Separation upon the 
account of the Mixture, althoꝰ they might without 
= ___ a Breach have their euchariſtical Wine mix'd with 
Pater; or cle piouſly confeſs their Error, and 
4 | religiouſly unite themſelves to their former Bre- 
+ .thren. 2 
And I earneſtly intreat them ſeriouſly to re- 
collect, how that very learned and very pious 
Men have erred. 
; How that even noble Conſeſſors have fallen 
= into Schilm. 
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How 
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How fatal any Diviſion muſt be to the ſeall 


Remnant of a Church. 
How Schiſm is one of the greateſt of Sins, and 


And 
How much it concerns RES to 2 care that 


0 1 pi be found at the laſt D ay, ſuch Per- 2 5 oF ; 2 I 


ſons againſt whom they have ſaid very many, 

and it may be very Jultly, | yer EF terrible 

Things. * 
And now I know that you do not expect chat 

] ſhould make any Excule for fo long an Epiſtle; - . 

] haye e nl to 200 that [ Ms LF” 


Dear Sin, n 2 


your very mc „ 


obliged Friend 
„ * 1 
407. 22. : Rs * 
ths _ Servant, 


S. W. 
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